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_ STEADY AS SHE IS! 


The COLORADAN has just slid in to conclude 
one of the 150 or more round trips that 
American-Hawaiian annually schedules over 
the intercoastal range. 


The sailing frequencies thus offered by the 
largest of the intercoastal fleets means that you 
can hustle your consignments to market when 
and as you desire. 


In other words, ship when you are ready! 
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DECISIONS OF THE COMMISSION Down in the heart of Illinois on the freight 
divide is Peoria. Prosperous farm markets 
are in all directions — including the Corn 
Belt. Small cities dot the Peoria area and 
some of the world’s famous big cities lie 
within Peoria’s circle of distribution. 


Commodities between Arizona-California and Colorado-Wyoming; 
I. and S. M-545 


Household goods rates of A. D. Rymers and Sons; I. and S. 


Employe, regulations as to what is included in the term; Ex 
Parte 72, Sub. 1 


Nebraska Commission vs. U. P. et al.; No. 27608; grain 


Denver Grain Exchange Assn. et al. vs. C. B. and Q. et al.; . Plan for economical and quick distribution 
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Commercial Milling Co. et al. vs. P. M.; No. 28030; grain 
Coal to Mo. and Neb.; fourth sect. ap. 17178 


Coal and coke to Miami and W. Palm Beach, Fla.; fourth sect. 
ap. 17546 


Scrap iron, Va. and N. C. to Va.; I. and S. 4529 


and consider seriously the advantages of plac- 
ing your manufacturing plant, your branch, 
or your territorial warehouse stocks in Peoria 
—in the center of markets. The roads which 
lead to Peoria, when you face about for dis- 
tribution, lead in every direction to markets. 


Remember, at Peoria there is the P. & P. U. 


Switching allowances at Mavvern and Walco, Ark.; I. and S. Ry., which, as far as stocks in Peoria are con- 


cerned, with its fourteen trunk line railroad 
connections, offers rail connections to every 
corner of the country. In speed and care in 


interchange, P. & P. U. Ry. takes second place 
to no road. 


Shea and Morris Monument Co. et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. et al.; 
No. 28102; stone 


Rosenbaum, J., and Son vs. Alton et al.; No. 27670; scrap iron.. 
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Calif. Fruit Growers Exchange vs. A. T. and S. F. et al.; 
27687; lemons and oranges 


Mahon, R. C., Co. vs. B. and O. et al.; No. 27920 and sub. 1; 
iron and steel 


Egg Cases between Trunk Line Territory points; fourth sect. ap. 


Peoria is at the crossroads and P. & P. U. Ry. 
is the connecting link. 


For information write 


E. F. Stock, Traffic Manager 
Union Station, Peoria, Il. 
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THIS IS “TRAFFIC TOM‘S” PAGE 


“WHEN A FELLA | KNOW ASKED 
FOR A RAISE, HE MADE IT A POINT 
TO TELL HIS BOSS THERE WERE 
FOUR OTHER COMPANIES AFTER 
HIM. THERE WERE, TOO. THE GAS 
COMPANY, THE PHONE COMPANY, 
A FURNITURE OUTFIT AND AN 
AUTO FINANCE CONCERN.” 





»ERVICE 


@ Only one thing wrong with tricky state- 
ments—they usually get shown up for what 
they really are. That’s why I stick to a few 
simple statements of fact when I talk to 
folks about Burlington’s freight service. 
We can’t do the impossible—don’t claim 
to. But we can get goods through in a hurry 


and they’re in good shape when they arrive. 


MINNEAPOLIS CIT ST PAUL 


HOUSTON GaLvEsTON 


GEARED 





EVERYWHERE WEST 


TO 


That’s because we’ve made it our business 
to set up our service to meet modern 
shippers’ needs. Let your nearest Burlington 


Freight Agent help you with your next 


2 loom 


shipping job. 
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Our Platform 


A revised system of transportation regulation based 
on modern competitive conditions, instead of patchwork 
amendment of the old law to make it apply to new trans- 
port agencies; less, instead of more, government control. 

Private ownership and operation of all transport. 
Take the government out of the ocean and inland water- 
way transportation business. 

Keep politics out of rate-making. 

A scientific determination by competent and unbiased 
investigation as to whether commercial motor vehicles are 
paying their fair share of the cost of highways used by 
them in their business, and a uniform application of the 
principles thus arrived at. 

Proper payment by inland waterway transport for the 
use of the waterways as a place of doing business. 

Equalization of regulation and treatment of the vari- 
ous agencies of transport and jurisdiction over all of them 
by the same body or coordinated bodies. 

Realization by railroads that they must do something 
by way of group operating economies to help themselves 
in their depressed condition, and cooperation by shippers 
in such economies. 

An Interstate Commerce Commission composed of 
men, not only of good character and general ability, but 
with some special training in and knowledge of the mat- 
ters with which they have to deal. 

Non-discriminatory and reasonable rates for shippers, 
but a rate level high enough to give the transport agencies 
the adequate revenue prescribed by sound public policy. 

A traffic department, in charge of a capable traffic 
man, for every business concern doing any considerable 
amount of shipping, and a realization by industrial traffic 
men that they must equip themselves to give the sort of 
service that will justify employing them. 


*Orr@> 





I. C. C. APPOINTMENTS 

RESIDENT ROOSEVELT and Thomas R. Amlie 

are welcome to whatever “face-saving” satisfac- 
tion they may get out of the latter’s request and the 
former’s action on it that the nomination of Amlie to 
be a member of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
be withdrawn from Senate consideration. Everybody 
who knows anything about it knows that the nomina- 
tion is withdrawn because the Senate would not con- 
firm it. 

This happy outcome is due not at all to opposition 
from the railroads and very little to opposition from 
shippers, both of whom would have been directly and 
vitally affected if this misfit had been placed on the 


body that regulates transportation. If there ever was 
a cowardly performance it was that of the railroads 
and most of the shippers who refused to “stick their 
necks out.” The result is due to the action of some 
Wisconsin politicians, a few shippers’ organizations and 
traffic clubs, a few sturdy individuals, the press, and 
the good sense and patriotism of the Senate. We are 
glad to have had our part in the fight. Most of those 
who would have been most hurt by the appointment, 
if it had become effective, have nothing but their good 
luck and the efforts of others to thank. 

An opportunity is now afforded representatives 
of the National Industrial Traffic League and others 
who know what is needed in a commissioner to call on 
President Roosevelt and urge the appointment of a 
man fitted to hold the position. The time is here, we 
think, when this matter should be discussed with the 
President. Sending the President resolutions declaring 
for the appointment of qualified men is not sufficient. 
Recommendations are being made for the appointment 
of this or that person. Before making his choice the 
President should have the views of those experienced 
in regulatory problems as to the type of man who 
should be appointed. Certainly the next nominee should 
not be selected because he has the support of this or 
that group whether the group is one representing labor, 
the Farmer Labor party, or something else. It might be 
possible to convince the President that what is needed 
on the Commission is, among other things, an under- 
standing of the transportation regulatory problem; that 
the next appointee should be one who is not prejudiced 
in favor of this or that group, and that he should not 
be one who will have to be educated at public expense 
over a period of years before he is worth anything as a 
commissioner. There are any number of men experi- 
enced in the transportation field who could step into 
the office of commissioner and be real aids to the Com- 
mission in its work—and there are many who could 
not. The danger is that the new appointee will be one 
in the latter class. 


CODIFICATION NONSENSE 


HERE is considerable nonsense being uttered with 
respect to proposed “recodification” of the trans- 
portation act. 


Proposal to amend the act so that it will say what 
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the proponents of the amendments wish it to say is 
not necessarily proposed “recodification.” Objections 
to those amendments by those who do not like them 
ought to be based on the merits of the amendments 
and not on opinions that “recodification’” is not wise 
“at this time.” 

The first thing to do is to agree on what amend- 
ments or additions are to be made to the law. Then, 
in making them, the act ought to be “recodified’’ so 
as to incorporate them sensibly and logically, instead of 
tacking them onto what would then become still more 
of a crazy patchwork. It would seem that both pro- 
ponents of and objectors to amendments, as well as the 
law-makers themselves, ought to understand this as 
fundamental and orderly procedure—but it would seem 
that they do not. 

Those who appear at the hearings on proposed 
transportation legislation seem to enjoy cluttering up 
the proceedings by arguing about unessential details 
instead of getting down to brass tacks. The question 
now is what is to be done, not how it is to be done. 
If the act is to be amended in any important par- 
ticulars, it ought, of course, to be rewritten to the 
extent that it is proper to do so to incorporate the 
amendments. Attempts to rewrite the entire act for 
any other reason are as uncalled for just now as are 
objections to rewriting it where changes would make 
that course wise. 


LET’S HAVE THE FACTS 


F it is a fact, as senators Wheeler and Reed assert, 
that neither the ultimate consumer nor the farmer 
as a seller of grain gets the benefit of the difference 
in price for transporting shipments by water instead 
of by rail, but that the distributor or manufacturer of 
the goods pockets the difference, then government 
spending of hundreds of millions of dollars in canalizing 
inland waterways is an effective device for favoring 
the few at the expense of the many. 

Aside from the importance of determining the ex- 
tent to which waterway transportation is subsidized 
by the federal government, the investigation and study 
proposed to be made of the various transportation 
agencies should include specifically this question of 
who pockets the difference between the price of water- 
way service and that of railway service. If it is true 
that the so-called savings are not passed on to the ulti- 
mate consumer, then the appropriation of public funds 
for inland waterway improvements is unwarranted and 
what we have is a “racket.” 

An investigating board, if empowered to do so by 
Congress, could obtain the evidence showing exactly 
what takes place with respect to transportation charges 
on shipments made on the inland rivers and the prices 
charged consumers buying these shipments when dis- 
tributed. Comparisons easily could be obtained of these 
prices and prices on like commodities shipped by rail. 

The argument is made, of course, that, notwith- 
standing that the ultimate consumer does not get the 
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benefit of the “‘savings” alleged to result from providing 
free roadbeds for water carriers, there is an indirect 
benefit to the public in that cheaper transportation for 
those manufacturers able to take advantage of them is 
a stimulant to business, employment is provided, etc. 


If there is any merit to that contention it would 
be much less expensive for the government simply to 
subsidize these manufacturers directly rather than re- 
sort to the roundabout method of improving the water- 
ways and telling the public that it thereby obtains 
cheaper transportation than otherwise would be pos- 
sible. 


Certainly, if it is established that the ultimate con- 
sumer pays just as much as he would if the goods he 
buys moved at rail charges higher than the water 
charges, the argument that imposition of tolls for com- 
mercial use of the waterways would not be in the 
interest of the public because, if tolls were imposed, 
the public would have to pay more for its water trans- 
portation service, becomes wholly fallacious. 


The indications are that substantial opinion is de- 
veloping that the facts must be ascertained as to pref- 
erences the competitors of the railroads may have and 
that those to whom this task is assigned will have to 
do a real job and get down to fundamentals. 


One of the encouraging phases of the situation thus 
far is that, in the hearings before the interstate com- 
merce committees, waterway advocates, for example, 
have been subjected to pointed interrogation—particu- 
larly by Chairman Wheeler, Senator Reed, and Senator 
White. The resulting discussion has been enlightening. 

We think Chairman Wheeler is right in criticizing 
witnesses who make general attacks on regulation and 
fail to submit constructive criticism of proposed legis- 
lation offered to meet a situation that is admittedly 
serious. Whether or not certain parts of S. 2009 should 
be enacted “as is,’”—and it should be pointed out that 
Chairman Wheeler is not insisting that they should be 
—the measure represents a sincere effort to meet a 
problem that requires treatment. The committee should 
have the cooperation of those who know the transpor- 
tation business from the inside to the end that a work- 
able system of regulation may be developed. ‘“Sniping”’ 
at proposed legislation in the hope that a situation will 
be developed in which no legislation will be possible 
is contemptible. 


Shippers and water carriers may as well realize 
that Congress in fairness cannot refrain much longer 
from enacting legislation providing for regulation of 
carriers on the inland waterways. The unfairness of 
regulating all other carriers and not the inland river 
carriers is becoming increasingly obvious. Regulation, 
we believe, will come and later, it is hoped, the public 
will further demand that those who use the waterways 
as a place of doing business pay something for such 
use. The unfairness of not charging anything for the 
use of the waterways may also become so obvious that 
something will be done about it. 
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The Commission appears “all 
steamed up” over the fact that Henry 
H. Fahs, Jr., of York, Pa., up to the 
end of March had failed or refused to 
file an application for dismissal of 
his application for a certificate or 
permit to continue as a common or contract carrier, and that 
in the face of the fact that he had confirmed by telephone that 
he a discontinued operations. (See Traffic World, April 8, 
p. .) 

Wherefore, the Commission, division 5, requires him to 
show cause within thirty days why the application should not 
be denied. 

Now that’s all very sad. Another suggestion is that, per- 
haps, Henry is of so-called Pennsylvania ‘Dutch’ ancestry, 
and anyone acquainted with the aversion such have to useless 
expenditures may intimate that Henry figures that, having 
used the telephone to say he did not need any sort of docu- 
ment for what he was now doing, he took the simplest and 
least expensive way of showing that he did not desire a docu- 
ment. Why write, Fahs may be saying to himself, after tele- 
phoning? The paper industry may be able to survive if he 
fails to file an application for dismissal. 


Futility of Asking 
Some Pennsylvanians 
to Waste Money 





Men who have been wondering 
how much money the Commission 
could save by having someone use 
a blue pencil to cut down notices 
of hearings on motor applications 
continue to smile at the verbosity 
thought needful in such things. It may be that the law re- 
quires words enough to fill half a column in a newspaper to 
tell about a hearing. But, if it does, some are incl’ned to think 
the Commission should fight for a bit of simplification. 

Every day the Commission, division 5, issues notices of 
hearings. A good many of them are fifty lines long. Irrev- 
erent ones refer to such notices as ‘duly givens.” They are 
so called because the climax seems to be carried in one line 
saying: “It is further ordered, that notice of this proceedinz 
be duly given.” The notice in MC 79876, sub-No. 1, exclusive 
of heading and signature, is one word more than fifty type- 
written lines long. 

All the information essential to the public it conveys seems 
to be that the proceeding is set for hearing before an ex- 
aminer in the federal court room at Syracuse, N. Y., April 
20, for the taking of testimony on an application of Elmer J. 
Parish, an individual doing business as Elmer’s Express Lines, 
for extension of his operations as a common carrier of lubri- 
cating oil in tins, in cartons, or cases, in New York and Penn- 
sylvania, between Bradford, Pa., and Syracuse and other 
points in New York, over irregular routes. But it contains 
paragraph after paragraph setting forth that this or that thing 
appears and, therefore it is ordered and further ordered, or 
that this or that part of the law applies. It winds up with 
notice that if telegraphic advice of a change in the hearing 
date or place is necessary, he is expected to pay the expense, 
if he has asked to be notified of changes. 


Telling About Elmer’s 
Express Lines Hear- 
ing Takes Much Space 





An idea has been put forth by Bishop 
Fan Stylian Noli that might be interest- 
ing to State Department people. He is 
described as self-exiled first ruler of in- 
dependent Albania, now “protected” by 
Italy. That idea is that Hitler is plan- 
ning to have himself crowned, at Rome, as emperor of a new 
Holy Roman Empire about Christmas Day of th’s year. Christ- 
mas Day suggested itself to the bishop because, as reported, 
he called attention to the fact that it was Christmas Day, 
A.D. 800, that “another German leader, King Charlemagne, 
was crowned as emperor of the old Holy Roman Emp‘re.” 

It is interesting, if not important, that many historians and 
what are regarded as reliable encyclopedias refer to the crown- 
ing of Charlemagne at Rome in 800 as his assuming of the 
crown of the western empire—that is, the recreation of the 
western part of the Roman empire, into Diocletian having 
practically divided the empire when he provided for an em- 


History as 
She Is Being 
Mauled by Some 
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peror and a Caesar in the east and an emperor and a Caesar 
in the west and thereby made a foundation for the imperial 
and editorial ‘we.’ 

The empire over which the Great Frank ruled embraced 
what is now Albania. But the Holy Roman Empire, of which 
Otto I was the first head, created in 962, when he again united 
parts of the Frankish or western empire which the grandsons 
of the great Charles cut into three parts in 843, by the treaty 
of Verdun, did not embrace it. But Otto’s empire embraced 
all of Italy, except Apulia and Calabria. They remained in 
the jurisdiction of the Byzantine or eastern empire, but none 
of the eastern shore of the Adriatic was embraced in Otto’s 
domain, or reich, or realm. 

It is suspected that there would be howls of anguish, if 
not much war, in the event Hitler attempted to set up Otto’s 
Holy Roman Empire or even the Holy Roman Empire as it 
existed up to 1806 when Napoleon kicked it into the discard 
after he had pushed the Hapsburgs out of much of their Italian 
territory. 

Signor Mussolini, it may be believed, would not like it for 
his axis partner to do anything to remind him and his King 
of Italy of the time when the imperial power departed from 
Rome, even if Hitler agreed not to reclaim the territory the 
old Kings of Germany, ex officio heads of the Holy Roman 
Empire, held, even if somewhat loosely, in the Italian peninsula. 

Old maps show England was a part of the empire of Otto, 
sometimes called Otto the Great. In the event Hitler tried 
anything such as the Albanian bishop suggested, King George 
also might say some sharp words, with large cannon. 





How many men in Congress could 
deliver a lecture at the University of 
Sorbonne in Paris in acceptable French? 
James Hamilton Lewis, representative in 
Congress from the State of Washington 
and Senator from Illinois, could and did 
do that. In addition, he worked as a dock “walloper” at 
Seattle, not because he pined for labor of that sort, but rather 
than beg or steal to satisfy his hunger. It is doubtful whether, 
had there been a WPA then, he would have chosen its easy, 
spade-coddling way. 

His sartorial and political philosophies blended for the 
gratification of his liking for good raiment. It was his view 
that he owed it to those who chose him as their representa- 
tive in public matters that he should honor them by appearing 
in suitable garb, at all times. One might think he could have 
done so under the rule observed by Herbert Hoover—that of 
always wearing blue serge in business hours. But that was 
not his way. 

Nor was it his way to set forth his ideas in the simplest 
language he could find. Raiment that would be noticed was to 
his liking. Language that drove some of his listeners to the 
hand books of the lexicographers was also to his liking. 

When he was come to man’s estate a Van Dyke or a 
“kaiser bart” was fashionable. And who was he to say that, 
in the matter of beard, he should be other than the most 
conservative of conservatives? Men of fewer years than he 
carried at the time he was beckoned to the other shore more 
than once have wished they could find the snapshot showing 
their wearing the beard of Albert, the prince consort, a beard 
fashion followed by Albert’s son, who died as Edward VII in 
1910, and his grandson, George V. Others changed. Not 
James Hamilton Lewis. He was vain enough, much of the 
time he was in public life, not to blazon forth the fact that 
he was born in May, 1863. He did not, however, conceal the 
fact in the editions of the Congressional Directory containing 
biographies of the members of all congresses, not generally 
distributed, but placed in important libraries and distributed 
among members of Congress and some others. 

Vain, even foppish some might have deemed him, but he 
was a man worth knowing. Men on both sides of the political 
line will feel a satisfaction over having known him. 


James Hamilton 
Lewis a Really 
Remarkable Man 





In the last two or three 
months the fact that a rate is a 
rate whether made by a carrier by 
land or one by water has become 
more obvious than ever before. 
Carriers and shippers are forcing 
the Maritime Commission and the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to make provisions for joint hearings that represent 
waste, perhaps not great waste, but, nevertheless, waste. 

A matter in point is the joint hearing with regard to c‘trus 
fruit rates from Florida, presided over by Examiner Archer, 
for the older regulating body, and Examiner Furniss, for the 
younger. (See Traffic World, March 25, p. 641.) Either could 
have made a record for disposition by a single regulating body. 


Handicaps of Divided 
Authority Over Rates 
Becoming More Obvious 
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As the government’s work is done, however, two examiners 
must make reports. Presumably, they will be able to agree 
on something to recommend to their respective bosses. If they 
do not, then the two regulating bodies can do so, as they are 
composed of men of sense who know that rates and the regu- 
lation thereof are.a matter of judgment in which there is no 
distinct line dividing right from wrong. One body could do 
that work. 

A first decision in no important matter stands as the final 
word. The body that has been dealing directly with rail rates, 
effectively, since 1906, has a reverse lever that is always well 
oiled and in working order. The machinery of the Maritime 
Commission is not so well known. That body, however, has 
not established the reputation of being like the makers of 
the laws of the Medes and Persians. It has modified decisions 
if not reversed them completely. 

Experience with the motor carrier act has demonstrated 
that the idea of a traffic man being railroad-minded or motor- 
minded is foolish. Neither commission makes rates on the 
knowledge its members carry around in their heads. They 
have got to act on the facts laid before them by witnesses. Un- 
doubtedly every man, on first reading of a complaint, has what 
might be called a curb-stone impression as to what the answer 
is. But every man also knows that first impressions are not 
to be trusted, so, if there is responsibility on him, he wants 
to know what both sides have had to say about the matter 
before he closes his mind. Human beings are just built that 
way, no matter where they got their traffic education.—A. E. H. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loading the week ended April 8 totaled 
535,470 cars, according to the Association of American Rail- 
roads. This was 68,771 or 11.4 per cent below the preceding 
week, due largely to a reduction in coal production because of 
pending wage negotiations, 13,421 or 2.6 per cent above the 
corresponding week in 1938, and 175,609 or 24.7 per cent be- 
low the same week in 1937. 

All districts except the Pocahontas, reported increases 
compared with the corresponding week in 1938. All districts 
reported decreases compared with the corresponding week in 
1937. 


1939 1938 1937 
ee ere 2,302,464 2,256,717 2,714,449 
4 weeks in February ............... 2,297,388 2,155,536 2,763,457 
ee ery 2,390,412 2,222,939 2,986,166 
vo | errs 604,241 523,489 721,229 
Week ended April 8 ................ 535,470 522,049 711,079 
RE ree ane coe a cde sce eot® 8,129,975 7,680,730 9,896,380 


Revenue freight loading by districts the week ended April 
8 and for the corresponding period last year was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 5,803 and 5,744; live 
stock, 935 and 1,141; coal, 16,566 and 21,162; coke, 1,594 and 1,356; 
forest products, 1,087 and 945; ore, 697 and 519; merchandise, L. C. L., 
41,875 and 38,114; miscellaneous, 59,837 and 46,372; total, 1939, 128,394; 
1938, 115,353; 1937, 165,512. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 3,618 and 3,340; live 
stock, 621 and 969; coal, 9,936 and 21,681; coke, 2,416 and 1,837; forest 
products, 646 and 675; ore, 2,288 and 1,173; merchandise, L. C. L., 
26,765 and 25,490; miscellaneous, 54,393 and 43,690; total, 1939, 100,683; 
1938, 98,855; 1937, 157,349. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 268 and 231; live 
stock, 88 and 79; coal, 1,056 and 22,409; coke, 456 and 378; forest prod- 
ucts, 475 and 304; ore, 123 and 156; merchandise, L. C. L., 5,551 and 
5,491; miscellaneous, 5,923 and 4,959; total, 1939, 13,940; 1938, 34,007; 
1937, 47,404. 

Southern district: Grain and grain products, 2,218 and 2,417; live 
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products, 8,990 and 6,760; ore, 899 and 422; merchandise, L. C. L., 
28,265 and 27,071; miscellaneous, 40,940 and 36,316; total, 1939, 90,059; 
1938, 85,920; 1937, 104,763. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 7,158 and 6,350; 
live stock, 1,881 and 2,171; coal, 3,486 and 3,841; coke, 984 and 480; 
forest products, 7,179 and 7,153; ore, 467 ar“ 1,306; merchandise, L. 
Cc. L., 19,502 and 18,886; miscellaneous, 27,191 and 22,522; total, 1939, 
67,848; 1938, 62,709; 1937, 81,199. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 7,900 and 7,381; 
live stock, 4,760 and 4,583; coal, 6,079 and 7,641; coke, 195 and 116; 
forest products, 5,321 and 4,456; ore, 3,900 and 2,420; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 24,870 and 24,307; miscellaneous, 39,085 and 33,803; total, 1939, 
92,200; 1938, 84,707; 1937, 102,583. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 3,163 and 3,314; 
live stock, 1,406 and 1,253; coal, 1,735 and 2,623; coke, 62 and 66; forest 
products, 3,168 and 2,192; ore, 283 and 181; merchandise, L. C. L., 
10,927 and 11,297; miscellaneous, 21,602 and 19,572: total, 1939, 42,346; 
1938, 40,498; 1937, 52,266. 


I. C. C. APPOINTMENTS 
The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Thomas R. Amlie, it was announced at the White House 
April 10, had asked the President to withdraw his nomination 
to be a member of the Commission. It was expected the Presi- 
dent would act on the request promptly. Though the President 
had declined to withdraw the nomination on his own initiative, 
it was understood that he let it be known he would withdraw 
it if Mr. Amlie would ask him to do so. 

Senate leaders had taken the position that there was so 
much opposition to confirmation of the Amlie nomination that 
there was no question but that it would be rejected if it came 
to a vote in the Senate. Therefore, effort was made to have 
the nomination withdrawn. 

The nomination has been pending before a subcommittee 
of the Senate interstate commerce committee without. action 
since February 8 when hearing on the nomination were con- 
cluded. The opposition to Mr. Amlie was based chiefly on h‘s 
radical economic views. 

It is expected that favorable reports will be made on the 
nominations of Commissioner Lee and J. Haden Alldredge to 
be members of the Commission. 

The name of former Governor Benson of Minnesota was 
mentioned as a possible appointee in place of Mr. Amlie. 

President Roosevelt, at his press conference April 11, said 
he had read Mr. Amlie’s letter asking that his nomination to 
be a member of the Commission be withdrawn from the Senate 
but that he had not had an opportunity to answer it. He said 
the letters probably would be made public after he had an- 
swered the Amlie communication. 

On the assumption that the nomination of Mr. Amlie would 
be withdrawn, the Railway Labor Executives’ Association sent 
to President Roosevelt a list of five names from which it hoped 
the President would select one for appointment to the Commis- 
sion. Those on the list follow: J. J. Luhrsen, of the Train 
Dispatchers’ Association and secretary-treasurer of the Railway 
Labor Executives’ Association; Horace Bacus, economist and 
statistician of the Brotherhood of Railway Clerks; Lee Keller, 
research director of the Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employes; Homer C. King, assistant director of the Bureau 
of Service of the Commission, and W. J. Patterson, director of 
the Bureau of Safety of the Commission. 





RAILROAD EARNINGS 


The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-100, cov- 
ering operating revenues and operating expenses of Class I 
steam railways, exclusive of switching and terminal com- 
panies, for February, 1939 and 1938, and the two months ended 
with February, 1939 and 1938. 


Revenue Freight Car Loading—Week Ended Saturday, April 8 


stock, 837 and 894; coal, 7,593 and 11,772; coke, 317 and 268: forest 
Grain and Live 
grain prod. stock Coal 
1939 30,218 10,528 46,451 
PE DONE: ici cacocen scence 1938 28,777 11,090 91,129 
1937 29,241 11,568 116,226 
Preceding week April 1........... 1939 32,087 10,774 104,725 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 5.0 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 5.1 49.0 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 3.3 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 9.0 60.0 
s 1939 431,960 158,550 1,673,228 
Cumulative 14 weeks to April 82 1938 469,576 169,273 1,484,655 
| 1937 409,471 169,163 2,158,343 
Per cent increase over ............ 1938 12.7 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1938 8.0 6.3 
Per cent increase over ........... 1937 5.5 
Per cent decrease under ......... 1937 6.3 22.5 


Per cent to 15 year average, 71.8. 


Forest Mdse. 

Coke products Ore L.C.L. Miscellaneous Total 
6,024 26,866 8,657 157,755 248,971 535,470 
4,501 22,485 6,177 150,656 207,234 522,049 

10,704 35,732 17,450 173,653 316,505 711,079 
5,991 27,129 9,108 157,406 257,021 604,241 

33.8 19.5 40.1 4.7 20.1 2.6 
43.7 24.8 50.4 9.2 21.3 24.7 
100,791 360,879 118,566 2,064,584 3,221,417 8,129,975 
77,333 362,178 99,344 2,058,642 2,959,739 7,680,730 
164,377 486,224 158,128 2,303,349 4,047,325 9,896,380 
30.3 19.3 3 8.8 5.8 

4 
38.7 25.8 25.0 10.4 20.4 17.8 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 





HOUSEHOLD GOODS RATES 


HE Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-512, house- 

hold goods rates of A. D. Rymers & Sons, has found not un- 
lawful rates, charges, rules and regulations which would be- 
come applicable for the transportation of household goods over 
Rymers’ lines between Toledo, O., and points within five miles 
thereof, on the one hand, and points in Michigan, Indiana, Illi- 
nois, Pennsylvania, New Jersey and New York, on the other, 
by reason of Rymers’ withdrawal from participation in Agent 
G. B. Holman’s MF-I. C. C. No. 10, and his participation in 
Agent W. M. Miller’s MF-I. C. C. No. 96. The Commission 
has discontinued the proceeding. 

Schedules filed to become effective October 15, 1938, were 
suspended on protest of the Household Goods Carriers’ Bureau. 
The Commission said its findings should not be construed as 
constituting approval by it of the rates, charges, rules and regu- 
lations in either the Holman or Miller tariff, or as approving 
protestants’ and respondents’ method of publishing rates on a 
by the cubic foot basis. 

The Miller tariff publishes rates, charges, rules and regu- 
lations governing the transportation of household goods within 
the United States as well as from and to points in the United 
States and in Canada and Mexico. The report said that par- 
ticipating carriers therein operated principally between points 
in southern territory or to and from points in that territory, 
although a number were located in other territories, chiefly east 
of the Mississippi River. The Holman tariff, it said, was pub- 
lished for application on local, joint, export and import traffic 
within and between points in the same territories as were em- 
braced in the Miller tariff. It pointed out that the rates in both 
tariffs were published in amounts by the cubic foot for the 
distance traveled, except that for distances under ten miles 
hourly rates were provided in the Holman tariff. 

Respondent, the report said, believed that the rates in the 
Miller tariff were more adaptable to his type of operation 
than were those of the Holman tariff, and that such rates would 
enable him to meet the competition of other household goods 
carriers operating within the same territory who participated 
in the Miller tariff, or in other tariffs which named rates on 
a level somewhat lower than those in the Holman tariff. In 
addition, it said, if allowed to participate in the Miller tariff, 
he anticipated obtaining more full or partial return loads to 
Toledo, since the carriers parties to the Miller tariff were said 
to aid each other in obtaining such loads. 

Protestants, the report said, claimed that the proposal, if 
permitted to become effective, would provide respondent with 
a substantial rate advantage over competing motor carriers and 
probably would force many of such carriers to adopt similar 
rates, thus ultimately leading to a destructive rate war. 


The Commission said that there was no evidence of record 
sufficient to justify the conclusion that the lower basis of rates, 
published in the Miller tariff, was below a reasonable minimum 
level. Nor, it said, would it be justified in concluding that the 
higher basis, published in the Holman tariff, was above a rea- 
sonable maximum level, if that question were in issue. It said 
it was quite possible, however, that on a more comprehensive 
record, other conclusions might be reached. 


CLASSIFICATION OF EMPLOYES 

The Commission, by division 3, in a report written by 
Commissioner McManamy in Ex Parte 72, Sub. No. 1, regula- 
tions concerning the class of employes and subordinate officials 
to be included within the term “employe” under the railway 
labor act, has held that the work defined as that of an employe 
or subordinate official in its orders, now in effect, includes the 
work of general yardmasters, terminal trainmasters, train- 
masters, and their respective assistants at points on the Den- 
ver & Rio Grand Western. That holding brings them within 
the term “employe” as used in the fifth paragraph of section 1 
of the railway labor act. 

In a report written by Commissioner McManamy in Ex 
Parte 72, Sub. No. 1, the Commission, by division 3, has ex- 
tended to red caps employed in cities of 100,000 population or 
less the benefits of the decision finding red caps employed in 
cities of 100,000 and greater to be employes of railroad com- 
panies and entitled to benefits of the railway labor act. 

The finding as to red caps employed in cities of 100,000 
population or more, was made in the prior report 229 I. C. C. 








410. The former report has been modified on petition of the 
International Brotherhood of Red Caps and the Brotherhood 
of Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express 
and Station Employes. The brotherhood contended that con- 
ditions affecting red caps at cities of less than 100,000 pop- 
ulation did not materially differ from those at cities of more 
than 100,000 population. 


MOTOR RATES AND RATINGS 


Because respondents failed to appear at the hearing, the 
Commission, by division 5, in I. and S. M-545, commodities 
between Arizona-California and Colorado-Wyoming, has found 
unlawful proposed changed rules and regulations, reduced 
classification exception ratings on paint and related articles, and 
reduced truckload and less than truckload commodity rates on 
various commodities between Colorado and Wyoming points, 
on the one hand, and points in Arizona and California, on the 
other. 

Schedules filed to become effective November 25, 1938, in 
Agent Paist’s MF-I. C. C. 6 and Agent Stone’s MF-I. C. C. 10, 
were suspended until May 24 on protest of the Intermountain- 
Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau. 


NEBRASKA-COLORADO GRAIN RATES 


Finding nothing to condemn in the assailed rates on grain 
and grain products, largely in Nebraska and Colorado, the 
Commission, division 2, has dismissed No. 27608, Nebraska 
State Railway Commission vs. Union Pacific et al., No. 27709, 
Denver Grain Exchange Association et al. vs. C. B. & Q. et al., 
and No. 27763, Sioux City Grain Exchange vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al. The report separated the controversy into five parts. 

Rates on grain and grain products from points on the 
line of the Union Pacific, Barton, Neb., and west to and includ- 
ing Smeed, Neb., and from points in Colorado on that line 
and the line of the Burlington between Brush and Keota, Colo., 
and east thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and Council Bluffs, Ia., the 
Commission said, had not been shown to be unreasonable. 

The Commission found not unduly preferential or other- 
wise unlawful the rates on the same sort of traffic from points 
in Nebraska, namely, Superior, Red Cloud, Hastings, Grand 
Island, St. Paul and O’Neil, and west thereof, to Missouri River 
cities and other market points beyond. 

Rates on the like sort of traffic from the Nebraska points 
named in the preceding paragraph, except O’Neil via Denver, 
to destinations in western, southwestern and southern states, 
the report said, had not been shown to be unreasonable. 

Intrastate rates on the same kind of traffic within that 
state, the Commission said, had not been shown to be unjustly 
discriminatory or unduly preferential. 

Rates on the grain traffic from points in Nebraska, 
Wyoming and Colorado, to Sioux City, Ia., and in the reverse 
direction, the report said, had not been shown to be unrea- 
sonable or otherwise unlawful. 


The complaint brought by the Nebraska commission as- 
sailed the rates on grain and products from points on the 
Union Pacific, Barton, Neb., and west thereof to and includ- 
ing Smeed, and in Colorado on that line and on the Burlington, 
Brush and Keota, Colo., and east thereof, to Omaha, Neb., and 
Council Bluffs, Ia., as unreasonable. 


Countering the attack made by the Nebraska commission, 
the Colorado grain interests, represented by the Denver Grain 
Exchange in No. 27709, assailed the rates on grain and prod- 
ucts from all points in Nebraska on the lines of the Union 
Pacific, Burlington, and Chicago & North Western, Superior, 
Red Cloud, Hastings, Grand Island, St. Paul and O’Neil, Neb., 
and west thereof, except to points, Barton and west referred 
to in the title complaint, to Missouri River cities and other 
destinations beyond, as unreasonably low and unduly prefer- 
ential as compared with rates over routes through Colorado 
mills and elevators. It also alleged that the rates, via Denver, 
from the same points of origin, except O’Neil, to destinations 
in western, southwestern and southern states, were unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial. Complaint further alleged that 
the intrastate rates within Nebraska were unjustly discrimi- 
natory and unduly prejudicial. 


The Colorado complainants, according to the report, said 
that if the Nebraska commission complaint were dismissed 
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they would withdraw their allegation that rates via Denver 
were unlawful. 

In No. 27763, Sioux City interests alleged that the rates 
on grain and grain products from Sioux City, Ia., and po-nts 
in northeastern Nebraska and northwestern Iowa to points in 
Colorado, Nebraska and Wyoming, and in the reverse direction, 
were unreasonable and unduly prejudicial as compared with 
the rates betwen the affected Colorado, Nebraska and Wyoming 
points, and Omaha, St. Joseph, Kansas City, and points taking 
the same rates. 


INTERLOCKING PLANT AT PORTER 


In a report written by Commissioner ‘McManamy, in 
No. 28000, Sub. No. 3, application for approval of proposed 
modification of systems or devices under paragraph (b), sec- 
tion 26 of the interstate commerce act, the Commission, by 
division 3, has granted a petition of the New York Central for 
approval of modification of the interlocking plant at Porter, 
Ind., involving principally the removal of main-track derails. 
The Commission said it found that removal of the derails from 
the main tracks and other proposed changes would not de- 
crease safety but “may reasonably be said to promote safety.” 
The interlocking plant, according to the report, is used jointly 
by the New York Central, the Michigan Central and the Pcre 
Marquette. 


REDUCED GROCERIES RATE 


A finding of justification has been made by the Commis- 
sion, division 4, in I. and S. 4564, groceries, Portland, Ore., to 
Boise, Ida., as to a proposed reduced rate of 50 cents, mini- 
mum 40,000 pounds, on specified groceries and grocers’ supplies 
in mixed carloads, from Portland, Ore., to Boise, Ida., and 
related points, to meet motor-truck competition. The 50-cent 
rate will replace, among others, one of 44 cents, minimum 
60,000 pounds, and 66 cents, minimum 40,000 pounds, on canned 
goods from Portland to Boise, those rates being applicable 
only on straight carloads. 

The schedules, filed by the Union Pacific, were protested 
by the Pacific Inland Tariff Bureau of Portland, Ore., and the 
Intermountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau at Salt Lake 
City, Utah., representing, the report said, many motor car- 
riers. The Portland Traffic Association, the General Grocery 
Co., the Oregon Macaroni Manufacturing Co., and others of 
Portland, the report said, appeared in support of the proposed 
rate. The report said the Idaho commission had telegraphed 
the federal body requesting that the record in this case show 
that “because of the economic situation in regard to commodity 
prices it cannot do else but support any decreases in trans- 
portation cost.” That message, the report said, was interpreted 
to mean that the Idaho commission favored the Union Pacific’s 
proposal. 

After reviewing the testimony, the Commission said it 
seemed clear that the railroad could not obtain a substantial 
share of the grocery traffic for rail movement from Portland 
to Boise without a reduction in its rates. It pointed out that 
the Union Pacific had obtained but little, if any, canned goods 
traffic on the 44 and 66 cent rates before mentioned. It said 
that canned goods usually moved with other articles, as gro- 
ceries. 


COMMISSION REPORTS 


Brewers’ Rice 


No. 27985, Willich & Co. vs. C. G. W. et al. By division 
2. Charges collected on one carload of brewers’ rice, shipped 
September 18, 1936, New Orleans, La., to St Joseph, Mo., in- 
applicable; applicable rate 44 cents, minimum 100,000 pounds; 
and applicable rate unreasonable to the extent it exceeded 34 
cents, minimum 80,000 pounds. Reparation of $81.13, with 
interest, proposed. 

Grain 


No. 28030, Commercial Milling Co. et al. vs. Pere Mar- 
quette. By division 2. Rates, grain, carloads, points in Michi- 
gan, milled in transit at Detroit and Grand Rapids, Mich., and 
the products forwarded to destinations in central and trunk 
line territories unreasonable to the extent that they resulted 
in charges which exceeded or might exceed those which would 
accrue on the basis of the through rates from and to the same 
points, plus a transit charge of one-half a cent. 


Nut Coal 


Fourth section application No. 17178, coal to Missouri and 
Nebraska. By division 2. Authority denied to carriers, de- 
fendants and respondents in Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau vs. 
Alton, 223 I. C. C. 9, in-fourth section order No. 13381, to 
establish and maintain rates, bituminous nut coal, groups of 
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mines in Arkansas, Oklahoma, Kansas and Missouri to desti- 
nations in Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri and Iowa, without ob- 
serving the long and short haul part of section 4. Temporary 
relief was authorized in fourth section order No. 13010. The 
Commission said there was nothing in the case mentioned in- 
dicating an intention that there should be compliance with the 
decision without observance of the long and short haul part 
of section 4. The denial of relief is effective July 27. 


Coal and Coke 


Fourth section application No. 17546, coal and coke to 
Miami and West Palm Beach, Fla. By division 2. Parties to 
Miller’s I. C. C. 1727, as amended, authorized in fourth section 
order No. 13386, to establish and maintain rates, coal and 
coke, points in Alabama, Georgia, Tennessee, Kentucky, Vir- 
ginia and West Virginia to Miami, West Palm Beach and other 
points in Florida without observing the long and short haul 
part of section 4. Temporary relief was granted in fourth 
section order No. 13223. 


Scrap Steel for Export 


I. and S. No. 4529, scrap iron, Virginia and North Carolina 
to Virginia. By division 4. Proposed increased rates on scrap 
iron and steel, points in Virginia on the Norfolk & Western 
and proposed routing restrictions in connection with the pres- 
ent rates on those commodities, points in North Carolina on 
the Winston-Salem and Durham branches, when such traffic is 
destined to Norfolk, Va., for export, found justified. The changes 
were proposed on account of, among other things, errors in 
tariff publication, and for the removal of fourth section 
violations. 

Allowances Canceled 


I. and S. No. 4570, switching allowances at Malvern and 
Walco, Ark. By division 3. Schedules canceling switching 
allowances to industries at Malvern and Walco, found justified. 
Following the decision of the Commission in Propriety of 
Operating Practices—Terminal Service, 209 I. C. C. 11, ac- 
cording to the report, the carriers examined the allowances 
involved in this case and the cancellation supplements resulted. 


Stone 


No. 28102, Shea & Morris Monument Co. et al. vs. St. L.- 
S. F. et al. By division 3. Dismissed. Rates, stone, Elberton, 
Ga., to Springfield, Mo., applicable. A class E rate of 41 cents 
on rough stone and a class D rate of 53 cents on dressed stone 
were applied. The complaint asked reparation to the basis of 
three-factor combinations which the complainant claimed 
should apply. The defendants relied on the terms of the tariff 
naming one of the involved proportionals which they claimed 
precluded the use of that rate in constructing rates to Spring- 
field. 

Scrap Iron 


No. 27670, J. Rosenbaum & Son vs. Alton et al. By divi- 
sion 4. Dismissed. Rates, scrap iron, points in Iowa to Ham- 
ilton, O., applied on shipments delivered on and after Feb- 
ruary 20, 1936, not unreasonable. 


Wrapping Paper 


Fourth section application No. 17474, wrapping paper from 
Dallas, Tex. By division 2. Parties to Peels I. C. C. No. 
2816 authorized in fourth section order No. 13384 to establish 
and maintain over circuitous lines or routes from Dallas, Tex., 
to St. Louis on wrapping paper a rate the same as may be 
established over the direct route but not lower than 40 cents, 
without observing the long and short haul part of section 4. 
The relief is subject to a 50 per cent circuity limitation and is 
subject to the equidistant provision of section 4. Relief over 
direct route found not justified. Chairman Caskie, dissenting, 
expressed the belief that the evidence was adequate to justify 
relief over both the direct and indirect routes. 


Lemons and Oranges 


No. 27687, California Fruit Growers’ Exchange vs. A. T. 
& S. F. et al. By division 4. Dismissed. Rates, lemons and 
oranges, points in California to Newburgh and New York, N. Y.., 
on shipments between April 4, and July 15, 1935, not shown 
to have been unreasonable. Shipments were originally con- 
signed to Scranton, Pa., except one which was originally con- 
signed to Indianapolis, Ind., and was there reconsigned to 
Scranton, at which point they were reconsigned to Newburgh. 


Iron and Steel 


No. 27920, R. C. Mahon Co. vs. B. & O. et al., embracing 
also a sub-number, Same vs. Same. By division 3. Dismissed. 
Rates, iron and steel articles, points in Minnesota, Illinois, 
and Indiana to Wiota, Mont., and from points in Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania and New York, fabricated in transit at Detroit, Mich., 
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and forwarded thence to Wiota, not unreasonable. Complaints 
were filed November 15 and December 2, 1937. 


Egg Cases 


Fourth section application No. 17127, egg cases between 
points in trunk line territory. By division 2. Parties to various 
Curlett, Jones and Van Ummersen tariffs authorized, in fourth 
section order No. 13387, to establish and maintain rates on old, 
empty egg cases or carriers, carloads, between points in trunk 
line territory over routes through New England and central 
territories, without observing the long-and-short-haul part of 
section 4. Temporary relief was given by fourth section order 
No. 12998. The relief authorizes the applicants operating 
routes through New England and central territory to establish 
over their long routes the lowest rates over any other line or 
route constructed on the basis of 50 per cent of first class rates. 
The relief is subject to the proviso that the rates from or to 
the higher rated intermediate points shall not exceed rates 
on the basis of 70 per cent of the first class rates to or from 
such points, nor the lowest combinations. 


COMMISSION MOTOR REPORTS 


In MC 95359, Emory B. Fox, common carrier application, 
the Commission, by division 5, has denied a certificate to 
operate as a common carrier of general commodities between 
points in Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts 
and the District of Columbia, over irregular routes. The rec- 
ord, the report said, was devoid of any evidence that the serv- 
ice of motor carriers in the territory was inadequate or that 
there was any real need or demand for applicant’s. Dissenting, 
Commissioner Lee said that in his opinion applicant’s long 
continued operations were sufficient to make out a prima facie 
case of public convenience and necessity, which had not been 
rebutted. He said he would grant the certificate. 


The Commission, by division 5 in a supplemental report 
in MC F-407, New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., purchase, 
New England Transportation Co., Victoria Coach Line, Inc., 
and Berkshire Motor Coach Lines, Inc., embracing also MC 
F-408, New England Greyhound Lines, Inc., assumption of 
obligations; and MC F-409, Same, issuance of of stock, has 
modified its prior report, 15 M. C. C. 536, authorizing the 
issuance of certain stock by New England Greyhound Lines, 
Inc., and purchase by it of certain operating rights and prop- 
erty of New England Transportation Co., Victoria Coach Lines, 
Inc., and Berkshire Motor Coach Lines, Inc. In the prior report 
it was provided that the common stock authorized to be is- 
sued “shall be designated series A and series B, that series B shall 
have no voting privilege, and that series B shall exclusively be 
used in carrying out the terms of the transaction authorized 
in No. MC F-407.” The modification says that no share of common 
stock shall be voted unless and until the Commission shall find 
that the then holder or pronosed purchaser is not a railroad or 
any person who is controlled by or affiliated with a railroad 
within the meaning of section 5 (8) of the interstate commerce 
act. Commissioner Lee, concurring in the modification, said it 
did not. remove the objectional features of these transactions 
pointed out in his dissenting expression in the prior report. 


In MC 3094, Sub. No. 2, Joseph Lertzman and Mimi Lertz- 
man, extension of operations, the Commission, by division 5, 
has authorized operation as a contract carrier of building 
materials, except lumber, structural steel, and hardware, be- 
tween Chester, Pa., on the one hand, and points in New Jersey, 
Kent and New Castle counties, Del., Baltimore, Baltimore City, 
Harford, Cecil and Prince Georges counties, Md., Kings, Queens, 
Richmond, Bronx, New York, and Westchester counties, N. Y., 
and the District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. 

In MC 29250, New England Transportation Co., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 29251, Same, contract 
carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has author- 
ized applicant, subsidiary of the New Haven railroad, to con- 
tinue operation as a common carrier of general commodities, 
with exceptions, over specified routes and over irregular routes 
from and to off-route points within 15 miles of specified routes 
in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, and New Jersey. The Commission, 
however, has denied applicant a permit as a contract carrier 
to transport general commodities, with exceptions, in the before 
mentioned states, under the grandfather clause. 

In MC F-104, William Wilson, control, Flaming Motor 
Express, Inc., embracing also MC F-105, Flaming Motor Ex- 
press, Inc., purchase, Vernon C. Van Derhule; lease—Wilson 
Transportation Co., the Commission, by division 5, has deferred 
for 60 days entry of an order approving and authorizing acquisi- 
tion by William Wilson, superintendent of motor transportation 
for the Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railway 
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Co., of control of Flaming Motor Express, Inc., by purchase 
of capital stock, and purchase by Flaming Motor Express, 
Inc., of operating rights and property of Vernon C. Van Derhule, 
doing business as Van Derhule Transfer & Storage, of Yankton, 
S.D. The deferment was made so as to allow Wilson to divorce 
himself from any relationship, direct or indirect, with the 
Chicago & North Western Railway Co. or any of its subsidiaries, 
including the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha, and 
Wilson Transportation Co. The Commission has denied the 
application of Flaming Motor Express, Inc., for authority to 
lease certain operating rights of Wilson Transportation Co. 

In MC 90373, Sub. No. 1, C. & R. Trucking Co., Philadel- 
phia-Linden extension, the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized operation as a contract carrier of petroleum prod- 
ucts, in containers, and display racks and empty containers be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., and Linden, N. J., and petroleum 
products, in containers, and display racks from Philadelphia 
and Linden to specified points in New Jersey, New York and 
Pennsylvania, and empty containers in the return movement, 
over regular routes. 

In MC 43038, Sub. No. 1, Commercial Carriers, Inc., ex- 
tension of operations, embracing also MC 51174, Sub. No. 1, 
S. & C. Transport Co., extension of operations; and MC 65392, 
Sub. No. 1, Automobile Shippers, Inc., extension of operations, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized operation as 
common carriers of new automotive vehicles and equipment 
from Evansville, Ind., over irregular routes, to the following 
points: MC 43038, Sub. No. 1, all points in Kentucky, Ten- 
nessee, Alabama and Georgia; MC 51174, Sub, No. 1, Memphis, 
Tenn., Texarkana and Orange, Tex., and all points in Illinois, 
Missouri, Arkansas, Mississippi and Louisiana; and MC 65392, 
Sub. No. 1, Louisville, Ky., and all points in Illinois and 
Missouri. 

In MC 2866, Edwards Motor Transit Co., Bradford-Buffalo 
extension, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized con- 
tinuance of operation as a common carrier of passengers, bag- 
gage, express and newspapers over a specified route between 
Bradford, Pa., and Buffalo, N. Y. 

In MC F-700, Motor Express, Inc., of Indiana, purchase, 
Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc., the Commis- 
sion, by division 5, has authorized purchase by Motor Express, 
Inc., of Indiana, Indianapolis, Ind., of operating rights of the 
Cleveland, Columbus & Cincinnati Highway, Inc., Cleveland, O. 

In MC 88161, Inland Petroleum Transportation Co., Inc., 
common carrier application, the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized operation as a common carrier by dehydrated fruits 
from points in Chelan county, Wash., to Seattle, Wash., and 
fresh, canned, or dehydrated fruits and vegetables. from points 
in certain other counties in Washington to Seattle and Tacoma, 
Wash., over irregular routes. 

In MC 6637, George D. Miller, contract carrier application, 
embracing also a sub-number, Same, extension of operations, 
the Commission, by division 5, has authorized continuance of 
operation as a contract carrier of petroleum and its products 
in containers, building material used in the construction of, and 
supplies and equipment used by gasoline service stations, over 
irregular routes, between points in a defined area in New 
Jersey, on the one hand, and points in a defined area in Penn- 
sylvania, on the other. The Commission has also authorized 
operation as a contract carrier of gasoline, in tank trucks, 
over irregular routes, from Bayonne and Bayway, N. J., to 
points in a defined area in Pennsylvania. ) 

In MC F-459, Puget Sound Navigation Co., control, Olympic 
Peninsula Motor Freight Co., Inc., the Commission, by division 
5, has authorized acquisition by Puget Sound Navigation Co., 
of Seattle, Wash., of control of Olympic Peninsula Motor 
Freight Co., Inc., by purchase of capital stock. It is provided 
that the authority granted shall be subject to such limitations, 
restrictions or modifications as the Commission may find neces- 
sary to impose in order to insure that the service shall be 
auxiliary or supplementary to boat service of Puget Sound 
Navigation Co. and shall not unduly restrain competition. 





COMMISSION ORDERS 

MC 665, Missouri-Arkansas Transportation Co., common carrier ap- 
plication. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 10761, Transamerican Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication. Applicant’s petition for further hearing denied. 

MC 13391, L. W. Westhoff and A. L. Neuhaus, common carrier ap- 
plication. Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to 
be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 61019 and Sub. No. 1, Fish Transport Co., Inc., common carrier 
applications. Fish Forwarding Co., Inc., granted leave to intervene. 

MC 70741, Sub. No. 1, J. B. Stormes, dba Terminal Transfer Co., 
Douglas, Ga., extension. Order of February 6, whereby Mary A. 
Stormes and John B. Stormes, Jr., were substituted for J. B. Stormes 
as applicants in matter, and whereby matter was reopened for further 
hearing, vacated in so far only as further hearing was ordered. 
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MC 72576, O. E. Poe and G. H. Wolter, dba P. & W. Truck Lines, 
common carrier application. Matter reopened for further hearing 
at time and place to be hereafter fixed by Commission. 

MC 88605, Sub. No. 1, Binyon-Strickland Warehouse, Inc., common 
carrier application. Applicant’s petition for further hearing, denied. 

MC 89048, George T. Shriver, common carrier application. Matter 
reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter fixed 
by Commission. Recommended order, which became effective as order 
of Commission on September 9, 1938, vacated and set aside. 

No. 28230, Celotex Corporation vs. A. C. & Y. et al. Certainteed 
Products permitted to intervene. 

MC C-4, Los Angeles, Calif., commercial zone. Petition filed by 
Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce and Los Angeles Traffic Managers’ 
Conference for reopenenig for reconsideration, denied. 

MC C-110, Highway Motor Freight Lines, Inc., vs. A C E Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., et al. Clinton Transfer & Storage Co. and Farr 
Bros., Inc., dismissed as parties defendant hereto. 

Ex Parte MC 2, in the matter of maximum hours of service of 
motor carrier employes. Petition for exemption of transportation of 
all farm products and agricultural commodities from regulation pre- 
scribed herein, filed by Cumberland County (N. J.) Board of Agricul- 
ture et al., denied. Petition for amendment of rule 3(b) of the regula- 
tions prescribed January 27 herein, filed by Sproles Motor Freight 
Line, Inc., et al., denied. 

Ex Parte MC 14, middle Atlantic states motor carrier rates. Pro- 
ceeding reopened for rehearing at time and place to be fixed by Com- 
mission, solely in respect of rate on sugar between Philadelphia, Pa., 
and Baltimore, Md. 

No. 27857, Port Commission of City of Beaumont, Tex., vs. B. S. 
L. & W. et al. Petition of complainant for rehearing, reargument and 
reconsideration, denied. 

MC 3, Sup. No. 1, Garden State Lines, Inc., common carrier ap- 
plication; MC 13492, Sub. No. 3, North Boulevard Transportation Co., 
common carrier application; MC 18823, Sub. No. 1, Downtown Bus Co., 
common carrier application; MC 29854, Sub. Nos. 1 and 2, Hudson Bus 
Transportation Co., Inc., common carrier applications; MC 66582, Sub. 
No. 4, Jersey City & Lyndhurst Bus Co., Inc., common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 89741, Bergen & Central Bus Co., common carrier applica- 
tion. Matters withdrawn from joint board No. 3 and referred to Ex- 
aminer C. I. Kephart for further appropriate proceedings. 

MC 4872, Griffith Freight Lines, Inc., common carrier application. 
Matter reopened for further hearing at time and place to be hereafter 
fixed by Commission with respect only to operations between Birming- 
ham, Ala., and Memphis, Tenn. Petitions for reconsideration filed by 
Griffith Freight Lines, Inc., and J. M. Kurn and John G. Lonsdale, 
trustees of St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co., denied in view of 
action of even date reopening matter for further hearing with respect 
only to operations between Birmingham, Ala., and Memphis, Tenn. 


MC 8742, Sub. No. 3, Panhandle Stages, Inc., dba Panhandle Trail- 
ways, extension of operations. Application’s petition for continuance, 
denied. 

MC 15440, Max Efron, common carrier application. Applicant’s 
petition for reconsideration of the ruling prohibiting filing of excep- 
tions to this matter, denied. 

MC 63917, Gable Transport Co., Inc., common carrier application. 
Effective date of order of January 25, heretofore postponed to April 1, 
further postponed to May 1. 

MC 89574, Leroy Hoaglin, common carrier application. Petition 
for leave to intervene filed by rail carriers in trunk line territory, 
denied. . 

MC-F 736, Dakota Transfer and Storage Co., purchase, Danner 
Transportation, Inc. Petition requesting approval, under section 
210a(b), of temporary operation by Dakota Transfer and Storage Co. 
of properties of Danner Transportation, Inc., denied. 

MC-F 836, Byers Transportation Co., Inc., purchase, John D. Latta. 
Petition requesting approval, under section 210a(b), of temporary opera- 
tion by Byers Transportation Co., Inc., of properties of John D. Latta, 
denied. 

Finance No. 12275, application of Gilmore & Pittsburgh for au- 
thority to abandon its entire line extending from Armstead to Salmon, 
with a branch extending from Leadore to Gilmore, approximately 120 
miles, all in Beaverhead county, Ida. County of Lemhi, Ida., and City 
of Salmon, Lemhi county, Ida., permitted to intervene. 

Finance No. 12328, application of receivers, Seaboard Air Line, for 
authority to resume operation of St. Marks branch in Wakulla county, 
Fla. Petroleum Carrier Corporation permitted to intervene. 


Fourth section application No. 17552, automobiles in the southwest. 
Petition filed by F A Leland for modification of fourth section order 
No. 13294, entered in the application December 21, 1938, denied. 

1. & S. No. 4035, lumber between points in official territory; No. 
17078, Canton Box Co. vs. P. R. R.; No. 17991, City of Providence vs. 
N. Y. N. H. & H.; No. 18017, A. C. Dutton Lumber Corporation vs. 
N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; No. 21524, Blanchard Lumber Co. et al. vs. 
N. Y. N. H. & H. et al.; and No. 23761, Eastern Box Co. vs. B. & O. 
et al. All orders heretofore entered in these proceedings, other than 
I. & S. No. 4035, modified to extent necessary to permit defendants 
therein to establish rates from and to the points embraced therein on 
the basis of 25 per cent of the corresponding first-class rates, minimum 
36,000 pounds, found to be reasonable maximum in the reports of 
February 26, 1936, and December 7, 1936 (214 I. C. C. 493 and 219 I. 
C. C. 427) in said I. & S. No. 4035 and related proceedings. 

No. 28204, State of New Jersey vs. B. & O. et al. Swift & Co., 
and Merchants & Manufacturers Association of Bush Terminal, Inc., 
permitted to intervene. 

MC 480, Sub. No. 3, T. W. Laird, dba Klamath Falls-Malin Freight 
Line. Matter withdrawn from joint board No. 75 and referred to Ex- 
aminer A. E. Stephan, who was present throughout the hearing here- 
tofore held in matter, for further appropriate proceedings. 

MC 10886, Sub. No. 1 (corrected), L. L. Mockenhaupt and estate of 
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A. L. Mockenhaupt, H. O. O’Reilly, administrator, dba B. and L. 
Truck and Transfer Co. Matter withdrawn from joint board No. 75 
and referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer, who was present throughout 
the hearing heretofore held in matter, for further appropriate proceed- 
ings. 

MC 21976, Joseph D. Kearney, dba Kearney Motor Lines, common 
carrier application. Petition for reconsideration filed by applicant, 
denied. 

MC 49286, Denver-Taos Motor Transport, common carrier applica- 
tion; and MC 49286, Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations. Peti- 
tion of applicant and his successor, E. B. Faus, dba Faus Transporta- 
tion Co., for authority to withdraw applications in so far as they seek 
authority to transport between points in Colorado, granted. Order of 
October 25, 1938, reopening proceedings for further hearing ‘‘with 
respect only to interstate operations by applicant herein between points 
in Colorado,’’ vacated and set aside. Recommended order of joint board 
No. 125, which became effective February 21, 1938, modified so as to 
eliminate therefrom all authority to transport shipments in interstate 
or foreign commerce between points in Colorado, where the trans- 
portation to be performed by applicant in connection therewith would 
be wholly in Colorado. 

MC 51204, Gregg Cartage & Storage Co., contract carrier applica- 
tion. J. C. Morris; Ohio Association of Commercial Haulers; American 
Trucking Associtaions, Inc.; and Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau granted 
leave to intervene. 

MC 72810, Sub. No. 1 (corrected), C. R. Housel, dba C. R. Housel 
Transportation Co. Matter withdrawn from joint board No. 75 and 
referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer, who was present throughout the 
hearing heretofore held in matter, for further appropriate proceedings. 

MC 74813, Sub. No. 1 (corrected), Clarence J. Lamb and B. W. 
Lamb, dba Lamb Transportation Co. Matter withdrawn from joint 
board No. 75 and referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer, who was present 
throughout the hearing heretofore held in matter, for further appropri- 
ate proceedings. 

MC 89336 (corrected), Carnall Trucks. Matter withdrawn from joint 
board No. 75 and referred to Examiner A. T. Palmer, who was present 
throughout the hearing heretofore held in matter, for further appro- 
priate proceedings. 

MC 94411, Antti Nikander, common carrier application. Recom- 
mended order stayed. Matter reopened for formal hearing at time 
and place to be hereafter fixed. 

MC C-105, Frankfort Distilleries, Inc., vs. AAA Highway Express, 
Inc., et al. Common carriers by railroad in southern territory, named 
in appendix attached to petition for leave to intervene, and J. G. Kerr, 
chairman, Southern Freight Association, their agent, permitted to 
intervene. 


SIGNAL SYSTEMS 


The Michigan Central; and Delaware, Lackawanna & West- 
ern have led applications with the Commission for approval 
of proposed modification of signal systems or devices under 
paragraph (b), section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any 
interested party desiring hearing should advise the Commis- 
sion in writing within 15 days from April 8. 

The New York, Chicago & St. Louis; and Chicago & West- 
ern Indiana have filed applications with the Commission for 
approval of proposed modification of signal systems or devices 
under paragraph (b) section 26 of the interstate commerce act. 
Any interested party desiring hearing should advise the Com- 
mission in writing within fifteen days from April 10. 

The Great Northern; Chicago, Springfield & St. Louis; 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; and Union Pacific have filed ap- 
plications with the Commission for approval of proposed modi- 
fication of signal systems or devices under paragraph (b) 
section 26 of the interstate commerce act. Any interested party 
desiring hearing should advise the Commission in writing within 
15 days from April 12. 


STATE EXPRESS RATES 


State commission action on applications to apply intrastate 
the rates authorized by the Commission in Ex Parte 126 has 
been taken as follows, according to John E. Benton, general 
solicitor of the National Association of Railroad and Utilities 
Commissioners: 


The Arkansas Corporation Commission on March 31 authorized the 
same changes in rates for intrastate application as were allowed in- 
terstate by the I. C. C. in Ex Parte 126, effective April 15. The Okla- 
homa Commission on April 1 allowed the increases on 15 days’ notice. 
That commission in its report states: ‘‘Upon the commission's order, 
hereafter to be issued, respondents hereto shall conduct a four-day test, 
in the manner hereafter to be prescribed, to show the effect of the 
application of the rates herein authorized, as contrasted with the rates 
in effect upon a day prior to the changes herein authorized.”’ 


PIPE LINE VALUATION 


The Commission, by division 1, in valuation docket No. 
1234, Tidal Pipe Line Co., 48 Val. Rep. 303-326, has found the 
final value for rate-making purposes of the property of that 
company, owned and used for common carrier purposes, to be 
$2,000,000, as of December 31, 1934, of property owned but not 
—— of service, $6,400, and of property used but not owned, 
$1,002. 
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Proposed Reports in I. C. C. Cases 





CLASS RATES FROM MISSOURI 


XAMINER ALFRED G. HAGERTY has recommended, in 

I. and S. No. 4535, class rates between Missouri and official 
territory, that the Commission find justified proposed increases 
in class rates between official territory east of the Indiana- 
Illinois line and southern Missouri, vacate the order of suspen- 
sion and discontinue the proceeding. The schedules, dated to 
have been effective October 1, 1938, were suspended on protest 
of the chamber of commerce of Joplin, Mo. It is a ‘“‘near-the- 
— rate case, arising when territorial revisions are 
made. 

The examiner said there were no material differences, 
among the parties, concerning either the foundation or history 
of the rates, the routes of movement or the computed distances 
used in computing them. Rather, he said, the single contro- 
versial question—submitted practically in abstract form—was 
whether the key point rates prescribed in the twenty-first sup- 
plemental report in Consolidated Southwestern Cases, 205 
I. C. C. 601, called the southwestern key rates, or those pre- 
scribed in the sixth supplemental report in Western Trunk 
Line Class Rates, 204 I. C. C. 595, called the western trunk 
line key rates, should basically govern the class rates to be 
maintained between official territory and southern Missouri. 


Joplin, Mo., the examiner said, was selected as the most 
representative for the purposes of this case. Joplin, the exam- 
iner said, was, metaphorically speaking, at the forks of the road 
leading respectively, into the western trunk line and south- 
western territories. Joplin, 25 miles southeast of Pittsburg, 
Kan., he said, was on an authorized route 1,380 miles from 
New York and that route, he said, was available in reaching 
Pittsburg. A more direct route between New York and Pitts- 
burg was 1,356 miles long. For those distances he said the 
distance scale first class rates would be 288 and 284 cents, 
respectively, to and from Joplin and Pittsburg. The western 
trunk line key rate between Pittsburg and New York, how- 
ever, said he, was 273 cents and therefore, in observing the 
fourth section requirements, it was also maintained between 
New York and Joplin. 

Claiming that they were entitled to the benefit of location 
on an authorized route that extended into western trunk line 
territory, the Joplin interests were here protesting, said the 
examiner, against any increase in that rate. Those interests, 
he added, evidently devoted much time toward influencing the 
carriers to relate the Joplin rates to the prescribed western 
trunk line key rates rather than to the southwestern key rates, 
and that now, in the event the proposed schedules became 
effective, they were confronted with a loss of what heretofore 
was gained. 

The railroads, viewing the matter differently, said the 
examiner, proposed to increase the Joplin rate to New York 
to 281 cents, or eight cents in excess of the concurrent New 
York-Pittsburg rate of 273 cents, both being the first class 
rates. 

Respondents proposals, the examiner said, were not shown 
to be in any particular at variance with the adjustments pre- 
scribed in both the western and southwestern cases. Were it 
not for the authorized route that passed through Joplin in 
reaching Pittsburg, said he, there would remain little, if any 
justification for favoring Joplin with rates differentially less 
under the scales, than those concurrently maintained between 
Oklahoma and official territory. If, said he, the rates to and 
from Joplin and Pittsburg were governed by the scale, Pitts- 
burg would retain a slight advantage. The evidence, said he, 
did not indicate that Joplin would gain anything substantial 
if the carriers eliminated the route to Pittsburg through Jop- 
lin, or if the prescribed key rates between Pittsburg and official 
territory were increased to within 6 or 7 cents of the distance- 
scale rates. 


OIL RATE RELATIONSHIPS 


Dealing with the relationships of rates on refined petroleum 
products, Examiner W. A. Disque, in a proposed report in I. 
and S. No. 4550, petroleum, Wyoming to Minnesota, North 
Dakota and South Dakota and a formal complaint, No. 27991, 
Standard Oil Company (Indiana) vs. C. B. & Q. et al. and 
fourth section application No. 17437, petroleum from Greybull 
and Cody, Wyo., has recommended that the Commission find 
not justified reduced rates on refined products and asphalt from 


Cody, Greybull and Lovell, Wyo., to destinations in the Da- 
kotas and Minnesota. He said the finding, however, should be 
without prejudice to the establishment of rates on the basis set 
forth by him. 

Examiner Disque said the formal complaint should be dis- 
missed as satisfied on the establishment of rates on the basis 
indicated by him. He also recommended fourth section relief 
authorizing the applicants to establish rates from Cody, Grey- 
bull and Lovell and from intermediate points from which the 
same rates were to be observed, the lowest that might be 
established over any line or route, on the basis recommended 
by him, and to maintain higher rates to intermediate points. 
The relief recommended by him would be subject to the pro- 
visions that the rates to the higher rate intermediate points 
should not exceed the rates prescribed for application to the 
intermediate points, nor exceed the lowest combination and sub- 
ject to a fifty per cent circuity limitation. 


The controversy with which Examiner Disque dealt fol- 
lowed the changes made in rates as a result of the Commis- 
sion’s decision in Independent Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe, 225 
I. C. C. 479, as clarified in 229 I. C. C. 595. In that case the 
Commission prescribed reduced rates from Billings and Laurel, 
Mont., to destinations in the Dakotas and Minnesota. The re- 
ductions, the examiner said, destroyed the rate relations that 
had existed betwen the Montana refining points mentioned and 
those at Cody, Greybull and Lovell, Wyo., to most of the des- 
tinations and that that disturbance brought the complaint from 
the Standard of Indiana. That company alleged the rates from 
Greybull were unreasonable and unduly prejudicial compared 
with the rate from the Montana refining points mentioned. Be- 
fore the complaint was set for hearing, Examiner Disque said 
the carriers and refiners thought they had agreed on reduced 
rates to be put into effect from the Wyoming points. The 
Laurel and Billing, however, interests protested and the reduced 
rates were suspended. 

The schedules under suspension, the examiner said, if al- 
lowed to go into effect would not entirely satisfy the complaint 
because they did not extend far enough to the east and because 
they did not reflect changes required from Billings and Laurel 
by a supplemental report, issued after they were filed. At the 
hearing the examiner said the carriers amended their proposal. 
The Billings and Laurel refiners, the examiner said, deemed 
differentials proposed by the carriers too low and sought to have 
them forced up to about the same level, mile for mile, as those 
applying from Billings and Laurel by a finding that they were 
unduly preferential in that they were less than those from 
Cody and Greybull. 

Examiner Disque said the finding of non-justification should 
be without prejudice to the establishment, over routes not more 
than fifty per cent circuitous, of rates in which the differentials 
from the northern Wyoming refining points over Billings and 
Laurel should be 7 cents where a rate of 46 cents or less was 
prescribed or approved; 6-cents where a rate of 48 cents was 
prescribed; 5 cents where a rate of 50 cents was prescribed; 4 
cents where a rate of 55 cents was prescribed, and 3 cents if 
and where a rate of 57.5 cents was prescribed, to the destina- 


tions here involved, in Independent Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe, 
supra. 


SIOUX CITY TERMINAL SWITCHING 


Using as a foundation an elaborate cost study made by 
the respondent and revised by himself, Examiner Chester N. 
Stiles in I. and S. No. 4419, Sioux City Terminal Railway 
switching, has proposed the prescription of switching rates dif- 
fering from those published by the carrier; also the imposi- 
tion of charges for services now rendered without charges. The 
report also embraces No. 27899, Cudahy Packing Co. et al. 
vs. Sioux City Terminal et al. 

Examiner Stiles said the Commission should find not justi- 
fied, as published, the proposed new schedules of switching 
charges at Sioux City, Ia., making both increases and reduc- 
tions. He said that the suspended schedules should be ordered 
canceled without prejudice to the filing of new schedules in 
conformity with findings recommended by him. 

As to the formal complaint case, the examiner said the 
Commission should find that the exaction by line-haul carriers 
of rates and charges on articles transported to and from indus- 
tries on the Sioux City Terminal, which is in the stock yards 
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district, in excess of those found by him to be maximum reason- 
able rates would be unjust and unreasonable. 

A further finding proposed by the examiner is that the 
failure of the defendants in No. 27899, other than the Sioux City 
Terminal, completely to absorb the switching charges of the 
latter herein proposed to be found justified will constitute undue 
prejudice of complainants and their traffic and will unduly 
prefer their competitors at Omaha, Neb., and their traffic. 


No order, said the examiner, needs to be entered at the 
present time with regard to the defendants in the formal docket 
case. However, he said, if the defendants did not, coincident 
with the publication by the terminal company of the switching 
charges found justified by him, revise the provisions of their 
tariffs governing switching absorptions so as to conform to 
these findings complainants might bring the matter to the Com- 
mission’s attention and request the entry of an order. 


In connection with the proposed report, Secretary Bartel 
issued a notice saying that exceptions to the proposed report 
must be filed with the Commission on or before May 5 and 
that replies thereto must be filed on or before May 15. At the 
same time the proceedings were assigned for oral argument 
May 17 at Washington, before division 3. 


Revision of the charges of the terminal company was pro- 
posed on account of diminution of its revenue resulting from 
the substitution of highway trucking for rail movement of live 
stock to markets. That change, the examiner said, affected the 
Sioux City market to a greater extent than any other large live 
stock market. For example, he said, in 1924, 76,518 carloads 
of live stock were received by rail on which switching revenues 
of $139,262 were paid. In 1937 the number had dropped to 8,987 
carloads with revenue of $17,974. 

Between 85 and 90 per cent of the live stock now received 
at this market arrived by truck, said the examiner. Respondent’s 
operating revenue, more than 98 per cent of which consisted of 
switching charges for the three years ending with 1937, 
amounted, said the examiner, to only $2,382 more than its op- 
erating expenses, taxes and rents. Its income account showed, 
said he, net railway operating losses in round figures of $3,000 
in 1935 and $19,000 in 1937, while in 1936 there was a net rail- 
way operating income of $28,000.- 

The terminal company supported its proposals by data 
gathered by it in a cost study. Typical increases proposed by 
it were on connection terminal switching on live stock from 
$2.20 to $3 a car; refrigerator car connection terminal, loaded, 
$5.50 to $6.50; dead freight in other than refrigerator cars, con- 
nection terminal, loaded, from $5.50 to $8.25. A typical reduc- 
tion proposed was on dead freight in other than refrigerator 
cars, intraplant, loaded, from $3.47 to $3. 


The examiner found that the terminal company was per- 
forming services for shippers in switching to and from inspec- 
tion, repair and cleaning tracks for which it was not making 
charges. He said the respondent would be expected to collect 
from shippers or car owners rather than from the line-haul 
carriers which had protested the proposed changes in ter- 
minal switching charges, amounts found by him to be the cost 
of that part of the switching within the plants which did not 
constitute service of transportation contemplated by the line- 
haul rates. 

A valuation was made of the property of the terminal as 
part of the cost study and its analysis. 


Switching charges which the examiner said should be found 
justified were set forth in a table. That table also contained 
the estimated cost for performing the services. The rates rec- 
ommended by the examiner, generally speaking, did not vary 
much from the cost by the car as found in this proceeding. For 
illustration, the examiner recommended a rate of $2.55 a car, 
connectional terminal switching, on live stock which was also 
the cost as shown in the table. The examiner recommended 
$2.80 on refrigerator cars, as a connection terminal, loaded; 
the cost on that was shown as $2.81. The examiner recom- 
mended $7.40 on dead freight, other than in refrigerator cars, 
as . connection terminal, loaded; and the cost was shown as 
$7.39. 


In the formal docket proceeding the Cudahy Packing Co., 
Armour & Co., and Swift & Co., all operating packing plants at 
Sioux City, alleged that the line-haul carriers’ failure through 
proper tariff publication to provide for full absorption of the 
proposed increased switching charges of the Sioux City Terminal 
was and would be unreasonable and unduly prejudicial. The 
Commission was asked to require the defendants to adjust their 
rates and rules so as to avoid violations of the interstate com- 
merce act. In disposing of that case the examiner called atten- 
tion to the fact that in Rate Structure Investigation, Part 13, 
Salt, 197 I. C. C. 115, the Commission had prescribed rates on 
salt to Sioux City; also that in various proceedings it had pre- 
scribed rates on fresh meats, packing house products, butter, 
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eggs and dressed poultry between Sioux City and various 
points. He said that as these articles moved in refrigerator cars 
and as the switching charges proposed to be found justified 
constituted a reduction from the present charges it was not 
necessary to cover these articles in the findings which he pro- 
posed. In closing his discussion of the case, the examiner said: 


Under the switching charges herein found to be justified, if fully 
absorbed, defendants’ absorption on connection terminal switching of 
live stock would be increased 35 cents per car; on connection terminal 
switching of loaded refrigerator cars there would be a reduction of 
$2.70; and on connection terminal switching of dead freight in other 
than refrigerator cars there would be an increase of $1.90 on loaded 
cars. Most of respondent’s traffic was handled in one of these three 
kinds of switching. Applying the switching charges herein found 
justified for all kinds of switching to the average number of cars han- 
dled yearly as shown in Table IV (not herein reproduced), would re- 
sult in a net annual decrease of $24,892 in the aggregate switching 
revenue under that which would accrue at the present charges, and of 
course, the same decrease would occur in the net amount of defendants’ 
switching absorptions. The apportionment to and collection from 
Cudahy, Armour, Swift, and others having the use of private indus- 
trial tracks owned by respondent, of the proper costs in connection 
with those tracks, and of cost of switching properly chargeable to 
them, as indicated in Table 1 (not herein reproduced), would result in 
the collection by respondent of $47,757 additional, thus providing, upon 


this method of computation, revenue of $22,865 in excess of that now 
received. 


CHARGES FOR GRAIN DOORS 


Examiner Bardwell, in a proposed report in No. 28045, 
Board of Trade of the City of Chicago vs. Alton et al., has 
recommended that the Commission find that compensation for 
the service of furnishings, installing and reclaiming grain doors 
for cross town shipments of grain, grain products and seeds 
between points in Illinois and points in Indiana within the Chi- 
cago District is included in the freight rate and that the rules 
and regulations under which additional charges are made for 
this service are unreasonable and should be canceled. 


; The Bardwell recommendation with regard to grain doors 
is based on a complaint alleging the rates, charges, regula- 
tions and practices governing the furnishing and installation 
of grain doors for carload shipments in bulk of grain and grain 
products, seeds and other farm products in the Chicago switch- 
ing district are unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory and un- 
duly prejudicial. A joint hearing was held by the federal body 
and the Illinois Commerce Commission. 


_It was the recognized duty of a common carrier, said Ex- 
aminer Bardwell, to provide suitable doors for the safe trans- 
portation of goods which it held itself out to carry. Cars used 
for bulk grain, he added, were not suitable for its safe trans- 
portation unless grain doors had first been installed. There 
is a clear distinction, says he, between the work done by ship- 
pers in securing an article by blocking or otherwise to protect 
it from damage within the car, and the installation of grain 
doors necessary to make tight an otherwise leaky car. 


It does not necessarily follow, however, says the examiner, 
that separately stated charges for furnishing and installing 
doors are unlawful. For this, as for other transportation serv- 
ice, carriers are entitled to reasonable compensation, says the 
report. It remained to be determined, said the examiner, 
whether compensation for this particular service should be con- 
sidered as included in the freight rate or, as the railroad 
contended, should be in addition to the freight rate. The pur- 
pose of this service, said the examiner, was to correct a defi- 
ciency in the car which otherwise would result in leakage of 
commodities which defendants held themselves out to transport. 
Certainly, said he, the furnishing of a suitable car was a serv- 
ice which did not ordinarily connote a charge in addition to the 
freight rate. The railroads, said he, cited no instance in which 
the Commission had approved any additional charge for fur- 
nishing grain doors. He called attention to the fact that the 
railroads had furnished grain doors without charge but had 
required shippers to do the work because, as stated in Farmers’ 
Cooperative Association vs. C. B. & Q. 34 I. C. C. 60, it was 
impracticable for the carriers to have competent workmen at 
all stations to do that work. 


Examiner Bardwell cited testimony showing that on a car 
of 100,000 pounds the charges for movement within the switch- 
ing district would range from $32.50 to $45. It thus appeared, 
said he, that in the period prior to June 1, 1938, in which the 
railroads were themselves bearing the cost of the grain door 
service, the freight rate was twice increased, once very ma- 
terially. There was nothing in these facts, said he, to cast 
doubt on the natural assumption that the freight rate included 
the furnishing of a suitable car. He said that the charges 
should be canceled. 
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MOTOR RATES ON HOUSEHOLD GOODS 


A recommendation that the Commission find not unlawful 
proposed lower rates, charges, rules and regulations which 
would become applicable on household goods over J. Norman 
Geipe, Inc., lines by reason of Geipe’s withdrawal from partici- 
pation in Agent G. B. Holman’s MF-I. C. C. No. 10, and by 
participation in Agent W. M. Miller’s MF-I. C. C. No. 96, has 
been made by Examiner L. A. Riegel in a proposed report in 
I. and S. M-429, household goods rates of J. Norman Geipe, 
Inc., served April 11. Schedules filed to become effective Au- 
gust 16, 1938, were suspended on protest of 21 motor common 
carriers of household goods, members of the Household Goods 
Carriers’ Bureau, said the report. 

The report pointed out that the transfer of operating rights 
of J. Norman Geipe, Inc., in connectiton with the transporta- 
tion of household goods to J. Norman Geipe, doing business as 
J. Norman Geipe Van Lines & Fireproof Storage Warehouses, 
was authorized by the Commission in MC-FC 10087, effective 
August 23, 1938. 

The proposal, if permitted to become effective, the re- 
port said, would have the effect of reducing Geipe’s present 
rates on traffic between the points he was authorized to serve. 

Respondent, the report said, believed that under the Miller 
tariff he would be able to regain some of the part load traffic 
which was considered more profitable than full loads when a 
number of such shipments were aggregated to form a full 
truckload, and which would also increase his earnings when 
part loads were transported on returning equipment. 

Protestants, the report said, claimed that the proposal 
would produce a rate differential in favor of respondent as 
against the carriers, members of the Household Goods Carriers’ 
Bureau, and would destroy the stability of rates in the type of 
transportation involved. It was further claimed, said the re- 
port, that they would be forced to adopt similar law rates 
which would “ultimately lead to a rate war.” They stated, 
said the report, that the relatively few motor common carriers 
of household goods in Maryland and the District of Columbia, 
and particularly Baltimore, parties to tariffs naming rates 
lower than those published by Holman, “do not constitute such 
a factor of competition which compels respondent to adopt 
lower rates.” 

The examiner pointed out that there were two basis of 
rates, that of Holman and that of Miller, but said that there 
was no showing as to the lawfulness of either, “and the evi- 


dence is insufficient to permit a determination as to the pro- 
priety of either.” 





SCRAP IRON FROM THE SOUTH 

Applying the principles laid down in the Newport News 
Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Co. case, 160 I. C. C. 620, Examiner 
C. W. Griffin, in No. 27947, Traffic Bureau, Lynchburg Chamber 
of Commerce vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. and cases joined with 
it, has recommended that the Commission prescribe rates on 
scrap iron on the basis of 70 per cent of the iron and steel 
scale prescribed in Iron and Steel Articles, 155 I. C. C. 517, 
from points in Virginia to destinations in Pennsylvania, Ohio 
and Virginia and award reparation or authorize waiver of 
undercharges to that basis. The cases disposed of in connec- 
tion with the title proceeding were a sub-number of the title 
case, Same vs. N. & W. et al.; No. 28024, Same vs. Same, and 
a sub-number, Same vs. C. & O. et al. 

In the title case the examiner said the Commission should 
find unreasonable the rates on a long ton from Lynchburg, 
Roanoke and other points in official territory in Virginia to 
Butler and Johnstown, Pa., and Youngstown, O., and from 
Lynchburg to Harrisburg, Pa., and Canton, O., as applied to 
shipments between April 5, 1936, and October 11, 1937, to the 
extent they exceeded the 70 per cent basis, minimum 40,000 
pounds, and award reparation. 

In the sub-number to the title case he said the Commis- 
sion should find the applicable rate unreasonable to the extent 
it exceeded 29 cents and authorize waiver of undercharges. 

In No. 28024 Examiner Griffin said the Commission should 
dismiss the case assailing rates from points in the Carolinas to 
East Radford, Va., applied on shipments between June 1 and 
December 1, 1936, finding the rates not unreasonable. In the 
sub-number the examiner recommended that the Commission 
find the assailed rates from Petersburg, Va., to Norfolk and 
Newport News, Va., not unreasonable, but that the rates from 
Lynchburg and Roanoke to Norfolk and Newport News un- 
reasonable to the extent they exceeded or may exceed 70 per 
cent of the iron and steel scale on a minimum of 40,000 pounds. 


ICING ON CANADA TRAFFIC 


An award of reparation has been recommended by Exami- 
ner Alfred G. Hagerty in No. 27996, M. Crelinsten & Sons, 
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Ltd. et al. vs. Alton et al. on a finding of unreasonableness of 
protective refrigeration charges on perishable products from 
California, Arizona and Mexico to Toronto and Montreal, Can- 
ada. The shipments, 240 carloads, moved between September 
10, 1936, and January 10, 1937. In that period consignees at 
the Canadian points mentioned were deprived of a parity of 
charges for so-called sub-standard refrigeration that had there- 
tofore existed and since when has been restored. Toronto was 
on a parity as to charges with Buffalo, N. Y., and Montreal 
with New York, N. Y. 

The parity was broken, according to the examiner, while 
the Canadian and United States railroads were negotiating 
about the application of charges prescribed by the Commission 
in Charges for Protective Service to Perishable Freight, 215 
I. C. C. 684. The parity was restored in January, 1937. 

After considering testimony as to the cost of service sub- 
mitted by the railroads the examiner came to the conclusion 
that voluntary restoration of the parity sprung a presumption 
that charges in excess of the standard, maintained only in the 
hiatus period, were unreasonable, in violation of section 1, and 
recommended reparation, estimated at about $1,100, for the 
difference between the charges imposed and those which would 
have accrued on the basis put into effect in January, 1937. 

As to jurisdictiorf, Examiner Hagerty said that was suffi- 
ciently established by Great Northern vs. Sullivan, 294 U. S. 
458. To say the jurisdiction of the Commission to determine 
the issue was lacking merely because proportional charges, 
other than those assailed, were contemporaneously maintained, 
up to the boundary line, said the examiner, erroneously as- 
sumed that the joint form in which through charges were pub- 
lished effectively might destroy jurisdiction; thus making it 
dependent entirely on form rather than on substance. 


S, A. L. MOTOR OPERATION 


A recommendation that the Commission grant the Seaboard 
Air Line a certificate to transport general commodities in sta- 
tion-to-station service between Tampa and Sebring, Fla., over 
a specified route, has been made by joint board 205 in a pro- 
posed report in MC 86687, Sub. No. 19, Seaboard Air Line 
Railway Co., Tampa extension, served April 12. Southern Motor 
Carriers Rate Conference, common carrier division of the 
Florida Trucking Association, St. Johns River Line Co., Edwards 
Line, Hartline Line, Tamiami Trail Tours, Inc., Star Truck 
Lines, Great Southern Trucking Co., Hunt Truck Lines, and 
Central Truck Lines, Inc., the report said, opposed grant of 
the application. 

The report pointed out that at the hearing the applica- 
tion was amended so as to apply to the transportation of general 
commodities in station-to-station service originated at or deliv- 
ered on the rails of the S. A. L. or its connections or consigned 
in care of the S. A. L. at Tampa by boat. 

Protestants, the report said, questioned the jurisdiction of 
the joint board, composed of a representative of Florida, and 
moved to dismiss the application or to postpone the hearing 
until such time as a proper board or examiner, they said, could 
be appointed to hear the application. The basis of that motion, 
it said, was that applicant had filed several applications, all of 
which, considered together, covered operations in six states; 
and that the application was for one coordinated service and 
should be accordingly heard by a proper board or examiner. 
The application, it said, was assigned for hearing before the 
board in accordance with section 205 of the motor carrier act, 
and the board “has no authority to grant or deny the motion.” 

Applicant’s proposed operation, the report said, would not 
be directly competitive to protestant truck lines, except traffic 
shipped by boat to Tampa care of the Seaboard. All the traffic 
other than that arriving by boat at Tampa would originate at 
points on applicant’s and connecting lines, and was traffic which 
protestants would have no opportunity to obtain. The granting 
of the certificate, the joint board said, would expedite less- 
than-carload shipments now moving by rail, and the shippers 
and receivers of freight were entitled to that service. The 
joint board said the coordinated rail and truck service was an 
improvement over all-rail service and that the public was en- 
titled to the best service that the rail carriers could offer. 
The report pointed out that the purpose of the proposed service 
was to improve the handling of interstate less-than-carload ship- 
ments along the proposed route. 


PROPOSED REPORTS 


Lumber 


No. 28033, Cairo Association of Commerce vs. A. C. & Y. 
et al. By Examiner Frank C. Weems. Dismissal proposed. 
Rates, lumber and articles taking same rates, carloads, Cairo, 
Ill., to points in central territory proposed to be found not 
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unreasonable. Complaint was made May 20, 1938. The rates 
assailed, according to the report, were those found to be reason- 
able maxima in Lumber Between Points in Official Territory, 


214 I. C. C. 493, plus a 5 per cent general increase authorized 
March 8, 1938. 


Steel Billets, Etc. 


No. 28087, Bridgeport Machine Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
By Examiner Harold M. Brown. Rates, steel billets, forgings, 
or bars, Pittsburgh, Erie, Johnstown, Bethlehem and Steelton, 
Pa., to Wichita, Kan., shipped between September 15, 1929, 
and October 30, 1930, proposed to be found unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded rates on like traffic prescribed for 
application concurrently to the first more distant point in Okla- 
homa on the same rate-making route as outlined in complain- 
ant’s appendices A and B of record. Reparation proposed. 


Rough Granite 


No. 28093, Bruce’s Marble and Granite Works vs. S. A. L. 
et al. By Examiner H. W. Archer. Rates, rough granite, car- 
loads, Ethridge and Berkeley, Ga., to Fort Scott, Kan., proposed 
to be found not unreasonable, but unduly prejudicial to the ex- 
tent that the rates to Fort Scott exceeded or might exceed the 
rates to Kansas City by more than two cents a hundred pounds. 
The complaint, filed August 22, 1938, alleged that the rates had 
been and were unreasonable since August 20, 1935. A rate of 
$8.55 a net ton was applicable. 


MOTOR PROPOSED REPORTS 


(Recommended orders in proposed motor reports, at expiration of 
20 days from date of service of reports (unless otherwise stated), be- 
come effective unless exceptions have been filed within the 20-day 
period or exceptions have been seasonably filed by other parties, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed by the Commission. State in 
which applicant has home office is shown in “‘black face’’ type.) 


New Brunswick, Canada—MC 100133, Kenneth William 
Thornton, common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served 
April 7. Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating at 
points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 95578, Robert F. Chvala, common carrier 
application. Joint board 185. Served April 7. Denial of ap- 
plication proposed. General commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Verdigre, Neb., and points within 30 miles thereof, on 
the one hand, and points in Iowa and South Dakota, over 
irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95433, Clarence Rasmus, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served April 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. Livestock between Cleghorn, Ia., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., on 
the other, and from points in Yankton, Minnehaha, and Lin- 
coln counties, S. D., and Pierce, Dakota, Thurston, Wayne, 
Cedar, and Dixon counties Neb., to Cleghorn and vicinity, and 
feed and agricultural implements and parts from Sioux Falls 
to Cleghorn and points within 10 miles thereof, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


New York—MC 94948, George J. Marquardt, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 7. 
Permit recommended. Pickle products from New York, N. Y., 
over U. S. highway 1 to New Haven, Conn., with empty con- 
tainers on return, serving the intermediate points of Stamford, 
Norwalk, and Bridgeport, Conn. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 94896, W. J. Mound, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 46. Served April 7. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Missouri and Illinois. 

lowa—MC 94302, Kenneth A. Johnston, common carrier 
application. Examiner W. R. Frizzell. Served April 7. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Livestock from Earlham, Ia., and points 
within a radius of 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Omaha, Neb., on the other, and animal feed in the opposite 
direction, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94036, Ray W. Cummings, dba Ray W. Cum- 
mings, Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 54. 
Served April 7. Certificate proposed. Livestock from Malcom, 
Ia., and points within a radius of 15 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and Chicago, Ill., on the other; farm machinery from 
Moline, Ill., and Sandwich, Ill., to Malcom and points within 
a radius of 15 miles thereof, excluding towns in that radius 
other than Malcom; and feed from Forest Park, IIl., to Mal- 
colm, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 93888, Cecil A. Robinson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 144. Served April 7. Certificate recom- 
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mended. Livestock between Bancroft, Ia., and points within a 
radius of 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and South St. 
Paul, Albert Lea, and Austin, Minn., on the other; feed, tank- 
age, bone meal, and seed oats, from Minneapolis, St. Paul, 
Mankato, Albert Lea, and Austin, to Bancroft; flour, from 
Mankato and Red Wing to Bancroft, and farm machinery from 
Minneapolis to Bancroft and points within a radius of 20 miles 
thereof, over irregular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 93810, Oscar Roy Symons, common 
carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served April 

Dismissal of application proposed at request of applicant. 
Specified commodities between points in North Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New 
York, and the District of Columbia, over regular routes. 

Maryland—MC 93805, Billingsley G. Pogue, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 120. Served April 7. Certificate 
proposed. Household goods and general commodities, except 
commodities of unusual value, those requiring special equip- 
ment, and livestock from Washington, D. C., to Rock Point and 
Point Lookout, Md., and househood goods, agricultural com- 
modities, fish and shell fish, and lumber in the reverse direc- 
tion, over described routes. 

Massachusetts—MC 93050, Lawrence B. Antonellis, con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served 
April 7. Certificate proposed on finding applicant’s operations 
to be those of a common carrier. Granite from Westerly, R. I., 
to Boston and Quincy, Mass., and all points within a 10-mile 
radius thereof, and steel grits, carborundum, and plaster of 
paris on return trips, and granite from Westerly to all points 
in Massachusetts, Connecticut, and New Jersey, all points in 
New York within the zone defined in New York, N. Y., Com- 
mercial Zone, 1 M. C. C. 665, over irregular routes. 

Maine—MC 92669, John Tuttle, dba Tuttle’s Express, con- 
tract carrier application. Joint board 70. Served April 7. 
Permit proposed. Soap and soap products from Bangor, Me., 
to points within a radius of 75 miles of Bangor, over irregular 
routes. 

Wisconsin—MC 92384, Wallace H. Showers, common car- 
rier application. Examiner Virgil J. Livingstone. Served April 
7. Denial for want of prosecution proposed. New and used 
household furniture, business and office furniture and equip- 
ment, between points within a radius of 40 miles of Stoughton, 
Wis., and in Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, Ohio, South Dakota, Mis- 
souri, Michigan, and Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 91165, Sub. No. 1, John W. Hillman, 
common carrier application. Joint board 67. Served April 7. 
Certificate proposed. Sand, gravel, stone, earth, and concrete 
and cinder blocks, between points in Bucks county, Pa., on the 
one hand, and points in Mercer, Hunterdon, Burlington, Mon- 
mouth, Somerset, and Ocean counties, N. J., on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

lowa—MC 90331, Marion H. Bryan, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 136. Served April 7. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. General commodities between points 
in Illinois, Iowa and Nebraska. 

lowa—MC 90326, John Brugge, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 7. Certificate proposed. 
Livestock from Persia, Ia., and vicinity, to Omaha, Neb., and 
livestock, feed, lumber, building materials, seed, coal, farm 
machinery and parts, fencing materials, roofing, and hay, in 
the opposite direction, over a regular route. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Maine—MC 89563, Arthur Lajeunesse, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 69. Served April 7. Certificate recom- 
mended. Household goods, including furniture, between San- 
ford, Me., on the one hand, and points in New Hampshire and 
Massachusetts, on the other, over irregular routes. 

North Dakota—MC 89531, Harry Cochran and Clarence H. 
Smith, dba Dakota Bus Line, common carrier application. Joint 
board 158. Served April 7. Certificate recommended. Pas- 
sengers, baggage of passengers, express and newspapers be- 
tween Fargo, N. D., and Edgely, N. D., and between Lisbon, 
N. D., and Aberdeen, S. D., over specified routes. 

New York—MC 89242, Dominick Gullace, common carrier 
application. Joint board 74. Served April 7. Denial of applica- 
tion proposed. General commodities between points in New 
York, Pennsylvania and Maryland, over irregular routes. 

Kansas—MC 88992, C. F. Gillette, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 43. Served April 7. Permit proposed. 
Liquid petroleum products, in tank-truck loads, from specified 
Kansas refineries and pipe line terminals to described points 
in Colorado, over regular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 88409, Lawrence E. Jonas, common carrier 
application, Joint board 185. Served April 7. Denial for want 
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of prosecution proposed. Live stock and hay between Atkinson, 
Neb., on the one hand, and points in Iowa and South Dakota 
on the other. 

Missouri—MC 75628, Chief Refrigerator Truck Lines, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner Pete H. Dawson. Served 
April 7. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operations, 
packing house products from Kansas City, Kan., on the one 
hand, to specified points in Missouri and Arkansas, on the other; 
canned goods, from Fort Smith and Elkins, Ark., on the one 
hand, to Kansas City, Mo., on the other; rice, from Stuttgart, 
Carlisle and DeWitt, Ark., on the one hand, to Kansas City, 
Mo.-Kan., on the other; and cottonseed cake and cottonseed 
meal, from Memphis, Tenn., on the one hand, to Kansas City, 
Mo.-Kan., on the other, over regular and irregular routes. 

New York—MC 75477, Harry Sonnanburg, contract carrier 
application, embracing also the following additional contract 
carrier applications: MC 11128, William Michaels; MC 38402, 
Harry Hinck; MC 40576, Thomas Halliday; MC 74784, Frank 
Long; MC 71359, Edward Everett; MC 40657, Alfred Prescott; 
MC 74798, Frank Lenau; MC 72754, William Barrett; MC 11562, 
Howard Brech; MC 40560, John Hebrank; MC 71678, William 
Wahl; and MC 74811, Oscar Lang. Joint board 159. Served 
April 7. Permits proposed. Such merchandise as is dealt in by 
wholesale, retail and chain grocery and food business houses, and 
in connection therewith, equipment, materials, and supplies used 
in the conduct of such business, between points in a described 
territory in Connecticut, New York and New Jersey, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of 
service. 

California—MC 74813, Sub. No. 1, Clarence J. Lamb and 
B. W. Lamb, dba Lamb Transportation Co., extension California. 
Examiner A. T. Palmer. Served April 7. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Applicants sought a permit to transport 
general commodities between Los Angeles and Long Beach Har- 
bors, Calif., and points in Los Angeles County, Calif., over 
irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
twenty-five days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 52345, A. D. Gimer, dba Renwick Community 
Creamery, common carrier application. Joint board 54. Served 
April 7. Dismissal of application proposed at request of appli- 
cant. General commodities between points in Iowa and Illinois. 

Illinois—MC 48602, Sub. No. 5, Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway Co., Horton-Fairbury extension. Joint board 
19. Served April 7. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
baggage, express and mail, between Horton, Kan., and Fair- 
bury, Neb., over a regular route. 

lowa—MC 36433, J. H. & Arnold Klein, common carrier 
application. Joint board 136. Served April 7. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Continuance of operation, live stock from farms 
within fifteen miles of Oskaloosa, Ia., to Chicago, IIll.; roofing 
materials from Waukegan, IIl., to Oskaloosa, and tractors from 
Moline and Rock Island, Ill., to Oskaloosa, over irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 30819, Sub. No. 5, Lubbock-El Paso Motor 
Freight, Inc., Seminole-Ropesville extension. Joint board 77. 
Served April 7. Certificate recommended. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, from Odessa, Tex., to specified points in 
Texas, over described routes. 

New Hampshire—MC 29655, Sub. No. 2, William T. Mur- 
phy, common carrier extension. Examiner H. L. Hanback. 
Served April 7. Certificate proposed. Groceries and grocery 
store supplies, from Lebanon, N. H., to all points in Grafton, 
Belknap and Sullivan counties, N. H., and Washington County, 
Vt., over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 23869, Sub. No. 1, H. A. Milburn, extension of 
operations. Joint board 54. Served April 7. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Applicant sought a certificate to 
transport machinery between Rockford, IIll., and Sigourney, Ia. 

illinois—MC 18163, Cordera Transfer Co., Inc., common 
carrier application, embracing also MC 23463, Same, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 135. Served April 7. Denial of 
certificate proposed. General commodities between points in 
Illinois and Missouri. Denial of permit proposed. General com- 
modities between St. Louis, Mo., and points in Illinois. 


Massachusetts—MC 15792, Sub. No. 3, Donat Gaudette, ex- 
tension of operations—Worcester. Examiner H. L. Hanback. 
Served April 7. Denial of permit recommended. Beer, empty 
containers, and advertising matter, between Albany, N. Y., and 
Worcester, Mass., on the one hand, and Boston, Newburyport, 
Lowell, Rockland, Medford, Leominster, Lynn, Northampton, 
Pittsfield, Jamaica, and Somerville, Mass., on the other. 

Virginia—MC 10549, Patrick Thorpe Person, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 7. Served April 7. Denial for want 
of prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Virginia and North Carolina. 

lowa—MC 8795, E. F. Tibbits, dba E. F. Tibbits Transfer, 
common carrier application. Joint board 144. Served April 7. 
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Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities 
between points in Iowa, Minnesota, and Illinois. 

Pennsylvania—MC 8658, George M. Wenner, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner Frank Hand. Served April 7. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Continuance of operation, new automo- 
biles from Buffalo, N. Y., to Berwick, Pa., over irregular routes, 
with no return movement for compensation. 

lowa—MC 86014, Roy T. Pranger, dba Blue Bird Transfer 
and Storage Co., contract carrier application. Joint board 54. 
Served April 7. Denial of certificate proposed. Household goods 
between points within a 30-mile radius of Clinton, Ia., on the 
one hand, and all points in Illinois, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Prior report in 6 M. C. C. 311, proposed to be affirmed. 
According to the report, in the prior report, applicant was found 
entitled to a permit to transport certain commodities but that 
there was no evidence to justify inclusion of household goods. 
In this connection, it said, applicant asked that the case be re- 
opened for receipt of further evidence. 

South Dakota—MC 95720, S. A. Porterfield, common car- 
rier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 8. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods and emigrant movables be- 
tween Lyman, S. D., and points within 25 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points in Nebraska, on the other; live stock from 
Lyman, and points within 25 miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia.; 
and other specified commodities from points in Iowa and Min- 
nesota to Lyman and points within 25 miles thereof, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

lowa—MC 95553, Ed T. Aistrope, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate recommended. 
Specified commodities between Tabor, Ia., and points within 
15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Nebraska City, Omaha, 
and Plattsmouth, Neb., and other points within a described 
area in Nebraska, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95515, Dale Smith, common carrier application. 
Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities between Bagley, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., over a 
regular route, serving points within 15 miles of Bagley as inter- 
mediate or off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

lowa—MC 95435, Byrle Shannon, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities between Lewis, Ia., and Omaha, Neb., 
over a regular route, serving points within 15 miles of Lewis as 
intermediate or off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

lowa—MC 95395, Roy V. Bever, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 8. Denial for want of prose- 
cution proposed. Live stock, grain, feeds, twine, machinery, lum- 
ber, farm supplies and necessities between points in Iowa and 
Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 95372, Martin L. Cosgriff, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 146. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Britt, Ia., and points within a radius of 15 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Austin and Albert Lea, 
Minn., on the other, over irregular routes. 


Nebraska—MC 95178, Leo J. Rush, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 185. Served April 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities from and to described points 
in Nebraska, Iowa and South Dakota, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 95067, Elizabeth L. Barrows, adminis- 
tratrix for the estate of Frank A. Barrows, dba Barrows Garage, 
common carrier application. Joint board 18. Served April 8. 
Certificate proposed. Passengers, not more than six a trip, and 
their baggage, in charter service, beginning and ending at Mans- 
field, Mass., and extending to points in Rhode Island, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Excep- 
tions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 94964, Clyde Moore, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. 
Livestock from Osmond, Neb., and vicinity, to Sioux City, Ia., 
over a regular route, and livestock, feed, seed, building ma- 
terials, and farm machinery, in the opposite direction. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94861, Mack Corwin, Inc., common car- 
rier application, Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 8. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between New York 
City and points in Nassau county, N. Y., on the one hand, and 
points in Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts, New York, 
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Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and those in New Jersey not within 
the New York commercial zone, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

_ Indiana—MC 94448, Claude F. Stone, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 60. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Livestock and agricultural commodities from points 
within 7 miles of Bath, Ind., to Cincinnati, O., and lumber and 
farm machinery and supplies, from Cincinnati, and Lockland, 
O., to points within 7 miles of Bath, and coal from North 
Bend, O., to Bath and points within 7 miles thereof, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Virginia—MC 93644, J. Z. Collins and H. W. Collins, dba 
New Piedmont Garage, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served April 8. Certificate recommended. 
Household goods between points in Albemarle county, Va., on 
the one hand, and points in Maryland, West Virginia, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Tennessee, and the District of Columbia; and horses from 
points in Albemarle county to points in Maryland, New Jer- 
sey, New York, and Pennsylvania, over irregular routes. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Wisconsin—MC 93627, Richard Black, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 142. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Livestock and agricultural commodities from points in 
certain portions of Pepin, Dunn, Pierce, and Buffalo counties, 
Wis., to South St. Paul, Newport, and Winona, Minn.; and 
farm supplies from Minneapolis, St. Paul, South St. Paul, New- 
port, Hastings, Red Wing, Lake City, Wabasha, and Winona, 
Minn., to points in the before mentioned Wisconsin territory, 
over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on re- 
quest. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

New York—MC 93496, Rodney V. Jackson, dba Jackson’s 
Express, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 8. Certificate proposed. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Poughkeepsie, N. Y., and Brewster, 
N. Y., over regular routes, serving specified intermediate and 
off-route points. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

Nebraska—MC 93165, A. John Pick, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Livestock between Wynot, Neb., and points in Ne- 
braska within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux 
City, Ia., on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93154, Henry J. Pieper, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate 
proposed. Specified commodities from and to points in Ne- 
braska and Iowa, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 93073, Louis Scheinost, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Specified commodities between Spencer, Neb., and 
points in Nebraska within 15 miles of Spencer, and Sioux City, 
Ia., over regular and irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 92936, Elmer Londberg, common carrier 
application. Examiner W. R. Pierce. Served April 8. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Specified commodities between Bristow, 
Neb., and points within 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
Sioux City, Ia., on the other, over regular and irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 92705, Carl Von Rentzell and George Von 
Rentzell, dba Von Rentzell Brothers, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 185. Served April 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities from and to described points 
in Nebraska, Iowa and South Dakota, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Minnesota—MC 92697, Glen Viessman, common carrier 
application. Joint board 26. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Magnolia, Minn., and points within 
ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., on 
the other, over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days 
from date of service. 

New Jersey—MC 92149, Sherman S. Knauer, dba Knauer’s 
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Express and Storage, common carrier application. Examiner 
D. C. Dillon. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. Household 
goods and store and office fixtures and equipment between At- 
lantic City, N. J., and points within ten miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, New 
York, Pennsylvania and Washington, D. C., on the other, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

Nebraska—MC 92018, John Pfund, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 185. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. 
Specified commodities between Coleridge, Neb., and points with- 
in fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City and 
Yankton, S. D., on the other, over regular and irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 91801, W. H. Moore, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 138. Served April 8. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock, hay and grain, from Osmond, Neb., and 
points within fifteen miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and live 
stock, farm machinery and implements, building materials, 
seed, hardware, coal and oils and grease in containers, on return 
trips. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 90853, Everett Frahm, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 139. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Feeds, live stock, agricultural commodities, household 
goods and emigrant movables between Superior, Neb., and 
points in Nebraska within thirty-five miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and all points in Iowa and Kansas, on the other, and 
coal from mines in Kansas within twenty-five miles of Topeka, 
to Superior and points in Nebraska within thirty-five miles 
thereof. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 90767, Joseph A. Esposito, common 
carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 8. 
Certificate recommended. Used store, office and restaurant fix- 
tures, between Boston, Mass., and points within five miles there- 
of, on the one hand, and points in Maine, New Hampshire, 
Rhode Island and Connecticut, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 90088, George K. Austin, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 67. Served April 8. Certificate 
proposed. Such general commodities as are incidental to an 
auction business, between Philadelphia, Pa., on the one hand, 
and points in New Jersey, on the other; and household goods 
between Philadelphia and Atlantic City, N. J., over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

Maine—MC 89897, James M. O’Neill, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 115. Served April 8. Certificate pro- 
posed. Forest products, ice, hardware, brick and live stock, 
originating at points in Canada, from the international boundary 
line to Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 

Louisiana—MC 89875, Louisiana Motor Coaches, common 
carrier application. Joint board 164. Served April 8. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail, 
and newspapers in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
DeRidder and Ville Platte, La., serving all intermediate points, 
over a regular route; also passengers and their baggage, in 
special or charter service, from the territory served by the 
regular route to any point in the United States. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

South Dakota—MC 89501, Oscar R. Walter, common carrier 
application. Joint board 148. Served April 8. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Live stock from Scotland, S. D., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and return from 
Sioux City to the South Dakota territory with live stock, feed, 
grain, seed, farm machinery, and building materials, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Idaho—MC 89124, James S. Ady, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 6. Served April 8. Denial of application 
recommended. Specified commodities between points in Oregon 
and Idaho over irregular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 


Ohio—MC 72239, Sub. No. 1, L. L. Hammond, extension— 
Iowa-Massachusetts-Missouri. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served 
April 8. Certificate recommended. Household goods between 
Alliance, O., on the one hand, and points in Iowa, Massachusetts, 
and Missouri, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Colorado—MC 60012, Sub. No. 4, Rio Grande Motor Way, 
Inc., Pueblo-Leadville-Westcliffe extension. Joint board 126. 


April 15, 1939 


Served April 8. Certificate recommended. General commodities, 
with exceptions, between Pueblo and Leadville, Colo., and be- 
tween Texas Creek and Westcliffe, Colo., over regular routes, 
serving intermediate points. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

North Carolina—MC 44598, Howard Wilson Miller, common 
carrier application. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served April 
8. Dismissal of application proposed at request of applicant. 
General commodities between specified points in the United 
States. 

Colorado—MC 43118, Leamon Resler, dba Resler Truck 
Line, common carrier application. Joint board 126. Served 
April 8. Dismissal of application proposed at request of ap- 
plicant. General commodities between Denver, Greeley, Brush, 
Otis, and Wiggins, Colo., over regular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 39063, Sub. No. 4, Union Pacific Stages, 
Inc., extension—new U. S. highway 91. Joint board 49. Served 
April 8. Certificate recommended. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, and express, mail, and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between Preston and Swanlake, Ida., over a 
regular route, serving all intermediate points. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Massachusetts—MC 94120, Louis R. Russo, contract carrier 
application. Examiner H. L. Hanback. Served April 8. Fin- 
ished and unfinished household and office furniture, from Bos- 
ton, Somerville, and Gardner, Mass., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and New York, 
over irregular routes. 

Montana—MC 88635, E. L. Swingle, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 123. Served April 8. Certificate proposed. 
General commodities with exceptions, over a specified route 
between Gardiner and Cooke, Mont., including service at Silver 
Gate, Mont., and ore and concentrates from Montana mines 
within 5 miles of Cooke over unnumbered roads, via Cooke, 
thence over a specified route to Gardiner and mining machinery 
and lumber in the reverse direction to such Montana mines. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 25 days from date of 
service. 

Ohio—MC 35428, F. W. Myers, common carrier application, 
embracing also Sub. No. 1, Same, extension of operations— 
South Bend, Ind. Examiner Allan F. Burroughs. Served April 
8. Certificate proposed. Continuance of operation, school busses, 
ambulances and hearses, by driveaway service in initial move- 
ments from Lima, O., to points in Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee and West Virginia, over irregular 
routes; also automobiles and trucks, by driveaway service in 
initial movements from South Bend, Ind., to points in Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, West Virginia and the District of 
Columbia, over irregular routes. 


Georgia—MC 22112, Sub. No. 3, Motor Convoy, Inc., Ten- 
nessee extention of operations. Joint board 258. Served April 
8. Permit recommended. Automobiles and trucks and parts 
therefor, between Atlanta, Ga., on the one hand, and points in 
certain Tennessee counties, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


New York—MC 19188, Penn Ohio New York Express Cor- 
poration, as successor in interest to Lewis Motor Transporta- 
tion Lines, Inc., common carrier application. Examiner Paul A. 
Colvin. Served April 8. Denial of application proposed. Speci- 
fied commodities between points in New York, Pennsylvania, 
and Ohio, over regular routes. 

Texas—MC 95673, Payne Wood, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 33. Served April 11. Certificate proposed. 
Feed and live stock between Littlefield, Tex., and specified 
points in New Mexico, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Idaho—MC 95640, Virgil Burke, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 29. Served April 11. Denial of certificate 
recommended. Coal between points in Wyoming and Idaho 
over irregular and regular routes. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 25 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 95364, Parke E. Toner, contract car- 
rier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 11. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodities 
between points in New York, New Jersey, Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, Connecticut and the District of Columbia, over ir- 
regular routes. 

lowa—MC 95044, D. C. Barringer, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 146. Served April 11. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. General commodities, including live stock, 
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grain, feeds, twine, salt and lumber between points in Iowa 
and Minnesota, over irregular and regular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 94914, A. T. Fischer, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 185. Served April 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Live stock between Mills, Neb., and points within 25 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., on the 
other, and general commodities, with exceptions, from Sioux 
City to Mills, and points within 25 miles thereof, over regular 
and irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 94901, Madelon R. Plant, dba Eddy’s Ex- 
press, common carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. 
Served April 11. Certificate recommended. Household goods 
and camp supplies, between points in Westchester county, N. 
Y., on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, Massachusetts 
and New Jersey, and Philadelphia, Pa., on the other, over ir- 
regular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Ex- 
ceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of 
service. 

New York—MC 94874, George L. Guineer, dba George’s 
Messenger & Moving Service, common carrier application. Ex- 
aminer L. R. Conley. Served April 11. Certificate proposed. 
Household goods between points in Nassau county, N. Y., on the 
one hand, and points in Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland and the District of 
Columbia, on the other, over irregular routes. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 94620, John Pace, dba Marine Vans, com- 
mon carrier application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served 
April 11. Certificate proposed. Household goods between New 
York, N. Y., on the one hand, and points in Connecticut, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,, Maryland 
and the District of Columbia, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


_ Connecticut—MC 94064, John David Rewalk, common car- 
rier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 11. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods between Stamford, 
Conn., and points within 5 miles thereof, on the one hand, and 
points in Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania 
and Rhode Island, on the other, over irregular routes. Mdoi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

_ lowa—MC 93809, Ole A. Hove, common carrier application. 
Joint board 146. Served April 11. Denial of certificate recom- 
mended. General commodities between points in Minnesota, 
over irregular routes. 


New Jersey—MC 93766, Frank J. Estadt and Emerson 
Godown, dba Godown & Estadt, common carrier application. 
Joint board 67. Served April 11. Certificate recommended. 
Agricultural commodities from Cedarville, N. J., to Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and fertilizer materials from Philadelphia to Bridge- 
ton, N. J., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing 


on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 


Kansas—MC 93470, Frank Wolbach and Delbert Wolbach. 
dba Wolbach Brothers, common carrier application. Joint 
board 43. Served April 11. Certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities between points in Kansas and Colorado. 

Nebraska—MC 93200, Henry Wright, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 138. Served April 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Livestock from Plainview, Neb., over a regular route 
to Sioux City, Ia., returning with livestock, agricultural imple- 
ments and parts, lumber, building materials, iron and steel 
articles, hardware, and petroleum products in containers, serv- 
ing all points within 15 miles of Plainview as intermediate and 
off-route points on shipments moving either to or from Sioux 
City. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Kentucky—MC 91707, Rodman Maffet, common carrier 
application. Joint board 105. Served April 11. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, except household goods, be- 
tween Elizabethtown, Ky., and Louisville, Ky., over U. S. high- 
way 31-W, with service to and from intermediate points located 
south of Fort Knox, Ky. 

IlNinois—MC 91248, Harold Hyde, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 149. Served April 11. Denial of application 
proposed. Operation by applicant as a carrier of general 
commodities within the municipal limits of Marengo, IIl., pro- 
posed to be found exempt from the certificate and permit pro- 
visions of the motor carrier act. Modified procedure. Hearing 
on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days 
from date of service. 

Ontario, Canada—MC 90671, Frank B. Dixon, dba F. B. 
Dixon Co., common carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. 
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Served April 11. Certificate proposed. Household goods, be- 
tween the international boundary of the United States and 
Canada at Michigan and New York ports of entry and described 
points in the United States over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within 30 days from date of service. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89882, Hazen Acheson, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 11. 
Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating at points in 
Canada, from the international boundary line to Calais, Me., 
over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 89782, Albert S. Olson, common carrier 
application. Joint board 24. Served April 11. Certificate 
recommended. Rabbits, frozen, from points in North Dakota 
to Warroad, Minn., and including points within 20 miles of 
Warroad, in truck load lots, over irregular routes, with no 
transportation for compensation on return, in seasonal operation 
from December to March, inclusive. 

Oregon—MC 89781, Harry Tipp, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 45. Served April 11. Certificate proposed. 
Lumber, ties, logs, and piling from points in Washington, 
Clackamas, and Marion counties, Ore., to Portland, Ore., and 
Vancouver, Wash., over irregular routes. Modified procedure. 
Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 
30 days from date of service. 

New York—MC 89777, William Peters, dba Peters Moving 
and Express, common carrier application. Examiner L. J. P. 
Fichthorn. Served April 11. Denial of application proposed. 
New and used household goods, ladders, and flowers, between 
all points in New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Con- 
necticut, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89774, Walter J. Stephans, contract 
carrier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 11. 
Permit proposed. Dairy products, poultry, canned milk and 
milk products between Scranton, Pa., on the one hand, and 
points within a specified territory in New York, on the other, 
over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 89644, J. F. Schomberg, dba J. F. Schom- 
berg Lumber Yard, common carrier application. Joint board 
185. Served April 11. Denial of application recommended. 
Livestock, grain, household goods, and emigrant movables be- 
tween points within a radius of McLean, Neb., on the one hand, 
and Sioux City, Ia., and Yankton, S. D., on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 89587, Carlos C. Mendenhall, dba Men- 
denhall Floral Express, common carrier application. Examiner 
L. R. Conley. Served April 11. Certificate recommended. 
Specified commodities to and from New Jersey points and New 
York, N. Y., over regular routes. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 
days from date of service. 

Nebraska—MC 89289, Earl N. Harman, contract carrier 
application. Joint board 136. Served April 11. Permit rec- 
ommended. Spiritous liquors, Pekin and Peoria, Ill., on the 
one hand, to Lincoln, Neb., on the other, over a described route. 

Minnesota—MC 89279, Carl Meyers, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served April 11. Certificate pro- 
posed. Livestock between Round Lake, Minn., and points 
within 15 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux City, Ia., 
on the other; also, feed and tankage from Sioux City, to Round 
Lake, and points within 15 miles thereof, over irregular routes. 

Colorado—MC 89001, Sub. No. 1, A. W. Kendall, extension 
of operations. Joint board 43. Served April 11. Certificate 
proposed. Petroleum products, in bulk, from points in Kansas 
to Boulder and Loveland, Colo., over specified routes. 

iNinois—MC 86206, Eli Carwright, common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner William A. Maidens. Served April 11. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Household goods, used office furniture and 
equipment, between points in Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Ken- 
tucky, West Virginia, Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, 
Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, Connecticut and Massa- 
chusetts, over irregular routes. 

Indiana—MC 70243, Sub. No. 2, Mat Knecht, dba Knecht 
Trucking Co., extension of operations—Chicago Heights, IIl. 
Examiner C. Garofalo. Served April 11. Denial of application 
for a permit proposed. Fertilizer and fertilizer materials be- 
tween Lockland, O., and Louisville, Ky., and between Chicago 
Heights, Ill., and points in Indiana, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 66390, Sub. No. 1, Roy Durrett, exten- 
sion of operations—Pennsylvania. Joint board 236. Served 
April 11. Certificate proposed. Household goods between Oak 
Hill, W. Va., and points within eight miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and points in Pennsylvania, on the other, over irregular 
routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, 
if any, must be filed within thrity days from date of service. 

Alabama—MC 61916, Sub. No. 3, Crescent Stages, Inc., 
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Opelika extension. Examiner Richard Yardley. Served April 
11. Denial of certificate proposed. Passengers and their bag- 
gage, and express, mail and newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Opelika, Ala., and Columbus, Ga., over 
a specified route. 

Massachusetts—MC 56541, Sub. No. 6, New England Trans- 
portation Co., extension, Sandy Hook-Danbury. Joint board 227. 
Served April 11. Certificate proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage, and mail, express, and newspapers in the same vehicle 
with passengers between Sandy Hook and Danbury, Conn., over 
a specified route, serving all intermediate points. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within thirty days from date of service. 

iNlinois—MC 2180, Sub. No. 3, Burlington Transportation 
Co., extension of operations—Council Bluffs—Weldon—Kansas 
City. Joint board 137. Served April 11. Certificate recom- 
mended. Passengers and their baggage, and express, mail and 
newspapers, in the same vehicle with passengers, between 
points in Missouri and Iowa, over specified routes. 

New Jersey—MC 1621, Sub. No. 2, Thaddeus J. Snyder, dba 
J. Snyder, extension of operations—from New Jersey and 
Massachusetts. Examiner L. J. P. Fichthorn. Served April 
11. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. Specified 
commodities between points in New Jersey, Connecticut, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland, New York, Delaware, Rhode Island and 
Massachusetts, over irregular routes. 

Ontario, Canada—MC 89801, Harold Hamilton Leather et 
al., promoters of International Highway Forwarders, contract 
carrier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 11. 
Denial of application for a permit proposed. General commodi- 
ties between Buffalo, N. Y., on the one hand, and Detroit and 
Port Huron, Mich., on the other, over specified routes. The 
examiner said that the denial should be without prejudice to 
the issues involved in a duplicate application filed by appli- 
cants in MC 89802. 

Indiana—MC 49899, Lynn C. Bisbee, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 9. Served April 11. Denial of certificate 
proposed. Operation by applicant in performing a bona fide 
taxi service in the transportation of passengers and their 
baggage between Fremont and Angola, Ind., on the one hand. 
and many points in Michigan and Ohio within thirty miles of 
Fremont, on the other, proposed to be found exempt from all 
the provisions of the motor carrier act, except the provisions 
of section 204, relative to qualifications and maximum hours 
of service of employes and safety of operation and standards 
of equipment. Applicant proposed to be found to have failed 
to have established a right to a certificate to transport small 
packages between the points before mentioned, under the grand- 
father clause. 

_ Virginia—MC 95627, Eugene Nelms, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner W. W. McCaslin. Served April 12. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Specified commodities in truckload lots 
of not less than 10,000 pounds, between points in Virginia, 
District of Columbia, Maryland and the Carolinas. 

lowa—MC 95266, Robert Myli, common carrier application. 
Joint board 146. Served April 12. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. General commodities, including live stock, be- 
tween points in Iowa and Minnesota. 

lowa—MC 95103, Ed Field, common carrier application. 
Joint board 146. Served April 12. Certificate proposed. Live 
stock between Hanlontown, Ia., and points within a radius of 
10 miles thereof, on the one hand, and Albert Lea and Austin, 
Minn., on the other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 95085, Bert H. Furness, dba City Dray & Trans- 
fer, common carrier application. Joint board 144. Served April 
12. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Iowa, Illinois and Minnesota, over irregular routes. 

Nebraska—MC 94965, Warren Armour, common carrier 
application. Joint board 138. Served April 12. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Live stock, hay, and grain, over irregular routes, 
from Hubbard, Neb., and points within 10 miles thereof, to 
Sioux City, Ia., returning with live stock, hay, grain, fencing, 
baleties, binder twine, feed, farm machinery and parts, furni- 
ture and coal; and emigrant movables from points in Nebraska 
within the territory before mentioned, to points in Iowa. Modi- 
fied procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must 
be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 94665, Floyd Beach, common carrier application. 
Joint board 136. Served April 12. Denial for want of prosecu- 
tion proposed. Live stock, feed, and machinery between points 
within a radius of 50 miles of Marshalltown, Ia., and Omaha, 
Neb., and Chicago and Moline, Ill., over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94621, Elmer Stenberg, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 12. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Thompson, Ia., and points within a radius of 
15 miles thereof, excluding towns other than Thompson, on the 
one hand, and Albert Lea and Austin, Minn., on the other, 
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and grain from points in the before described radii to Bricelyn 
and Keister, Minn., over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 94508, David M. Worrell, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 12. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Sugar, Jersey City, N. J., to Port Chester, 
N. Y., over U. S. highway 1. Modified procedure. Hearing on 
request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within 30 days from 
date of service. 

New York—MC 93937, Herbert Anderson, common carrier 
application. Examiner L. R. Conley. Served April 12. Certifi- 
cate recommended. Farm produce, points in Nassau and Suf- 
folk counties, N. Y., to points in New Jersey within 20 miles 
of the City Hall, New York City; potato bags, from Jersey City, 
N. J., to New York points before mentioned; seed potatoes from 
Port Newark, N. J., to points in New York before mentioned, 
and fertilizer from Carteret and South Kearny, N. J., to points 
in the New York counties before specified, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

lowa—MC 93245, Victor J. Ebling, contract carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 54. Served April 12. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Live stock, feed, twine, farm machinery, 
steel, and general freight, between points in Illinois and Iowa. 

Maine—MC 92215, Kenneth M. Roes, dba B & R Motor 
Express, common carrier application. Joint board 69. Served 
April 12. Certificate proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between specified points in Massachusetts and Maine, 
over irregular routes. 

Massachusetts--MC 90574, Lionel E. Curtin, dba L. E. 
Curtin Co., common carrier application. Examiner H. L. Han- 
back. Served April 12. Certificate proposed on finding ap- 
plicant’s operations to be those of a common carrier. Lumber 
and forest products between Boston, Mass., and points within a 
15-mile radius thereof, on the one hand, and all points in 
Massachusetts and Rhode Island, and all points in New Hamp- 
shire, on and south of Massachusetts highway 11, on the other; 
and from the before mentioned points in New Hampshire to all 
points in Rhode Island, and all points in Massachusetts, on 
and east of Massachusetts highway 12, and on and north of 
U. S. highway 44, over irregular routes. 

New York—MC 90479, Earl George Clayville, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 159. Served April 12. Permit pro- 
posed. Seeds, bulbs, plants, seedling trees, horticultural com- 
modities and garden implements and equipment from New York, 
N. Y., to Newark and Englewood, N. J., and Stamford, Conn.; 
and from Jersey City, N. J., to Stamford and points in West- 
chester and Nassau counties, N. Y., over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 

Connecticut—MC 90154, Batter Building Materials Co., con- 
tract carrier application. Examiner D. C. Dillon. Served April 
12. Permit recommended. Gases in containers and empty gas 
containers between New Haven,.Conn., on the one hand, and 
Elizabeth and Newark, N. J., Brooklyn and Millwood, N. Y., 
and Indian Orchard, Mass., on the other, over specified routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within 30 days from date of service. 


Maine—MC 89898, Arthur B. Anderson, dba A. B. A. 
Motor Transport, contract carrier application. Joint board 114. 
Served April 12. Permit proposed. Lime from Yarmouth and 
Westbrook, Me., to points in Coos, Carroll, Strafford, Rocking- 
ham and Belknap counties, N. H., over irregular routes. 


New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89896, Frederick R. Taft, 
common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 12. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. Forest products be- 
tween points in New Brunswick, Canada, and points in Wash- 
ington county, Me. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89878, Elwell Linwood 
Pierce, common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served 
April 12. Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating 
at points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 


New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89874, Granville Giles, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 12. 
Certificate recommended. Forest products and blueberries, 
originating at points in Canada, from the international boundary 
line to Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89873, Burton H. Irving, 
common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served April 
12. Certificate proposed. Forest products, originating at 
points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais, Me., over irregular routes. 

New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89872, Ivan Lenwood Jack- 
son, common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served 
April 12. Certificate recommended. Forest products, originat- 
ing at points in Canada, from the international boundary line to 
Calais and Vanceboro, Me., over irregular routes. 
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New Brunswick, Canada—MC 89871, William Maxwell 
Forsyth, common carrier application. Joint board 115. Served 
April 12. Certificate recommended. Forest products, originat- 
ing at points in Canada, from the international boundary line 
to Calais and Vanceboro, Me., over irregular routes. 

Florida—MC 89597, J. A. McDowall, Florida extension. 
Examiner Richard Yardley. Served April 12. Certificate pro- 
posed on finding applicant’s operations to be those of a com- 
mon carrier. Automobiles from Detroit, Mich., and Toledo, O., 
by truckaway; house trailers from Elkhart, Ind.; automobiles, 
tractors, trucks, and chassis from Detroit, Mich.; tractors, 
trucks and chassis from Pontiac, Mich.; and automobiles from 
Flint, Mich., by driveaway, to all points in Florida through 
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky, Tennessee, Georgia, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, South Carolina, and North Carolina, over 
irregular routes. 

INlinois—MC 89552, James Calder, dba Calder’s Van Co., 
common carrier application. Examiner L. J. Kassel. Served 
April 12. Certificate recommended. Household goods between 
Chicago, Ill., and points within fifty miles thereof, on the one 
hand, and points in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Wisconsin, Michigan 
and Iowa, on the other, over irregular routes. 

Minnesota—MC 89494, Oliver Tofteland, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served April 12. Denial of cer- 
tificate proposed. Live stock from Luverne, Minn., and points 
within 20 miles thereof, to Sioux Falls, S. D., and Sioux City, 
Ia., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89436, Joseph Tarszowicz, common Ccar- 
rier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 12. 
Permit recommended. Feed, oil, and grain from Buffalo, N. Y., 
to Wellsboro, Pa.; coal from Antrim, Pa., to Corning and 
Elmira, N. Y., and crushed stone, gravel and asphalt from 
Elmira and Corning, N. Y., to Wellsboro, Pa., over described 
routes. 

Minnesota—MC 89376, Gordon Hokeness, common carrier 
application. Joint board 147. Served April 12. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock between Adrian, Minn., and points with- 
in fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Sioux Falls, S. D., 
on the other, and machinery from Sioux Falls, S. D., to Adrian, 
Minn., and points within fifteen miles thereof, over irregular 
routes. 

Minnesota—MC 89270, Clinton Boyer, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 147. Served April 12. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock from Round Lake, Minn., and points 
within fifteen miles thereof, to Sioux City, Ia., and return with 
feed, from Sioux City to the territory mentioned, over irreg- 
ular routes. 

Indiana—MC 89237, John A. Gasaway, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 155. Served April 12. Certificate pro- 
posed on finding that operation would be common carriage. 
Lime and rock wool from Salem, Ind., to Louisville, Ky., over 
a specified route. 

lowa—MC 88750, L. C. Knutsen, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 146. Served April 12. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Swea City, Ia., and points within 
twenty miles thereof, and South St. Paul, Minn.; canned goods 
from St. Paul, Minn., to Swea City; and feeds from Nankato, 
Minn., to Swea City, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 84726, Jeffe Coonrad Johnson, common carrier 
application. Examiner Mack Myers. Served April 12. Cer- 
tificate recommended. Iron and steel, and iron and stel prod- 
ucts, machinery, boilers and contractors’ equipment between 
points in Franklin County, O., on the one hand, and points in 
Kentucky, West Virginia, Indiana, Michigan and Pennsylvania, 
on the other, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 80537, J. B. Miller Co., common carrier appli- 
cation. Examiner Mack Myers. Served April 12. Certificate 
proposed. Continuance of operation, tires, Akron, O., to Chi- 
cago, Ill., over regular routes. 


Michigan—MC 14619, W. Mason McCullouch, dba Farr 
Moving Co., common carrier application. Examiner C. Garo- 
falo. Served April 12. Certificate proposed on finding opera- 
tions of applicant and his predecessors to be those of a com- 
mon carrier. Continuance of operation. Used household goods 
and used office furniture and store fixtures and equipment, 
between Detroit, Mich., on the one hand, and points in Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, Pennsylvania and New York, on 
the other, over irregular routes. 

Rhode Island—MC 12136, John Edward Collette, dba Col- 
lette Travel Service, broker application. Joint board 232. 
Served April 12. License proposed. Passengers and their 
baggage between Providence, R. I., on the one hand, and points 
in the United States, on the other. 

South Dakota—MC 3146, Sub. No. 1, Norman R. Johnson, 
dba Norman R. Johnson Truck Line, extension of operations— 
Estherville. Joint board 147. Served April 12. Permit pro- 
posed. Such commodities as are usually dealt in by a general 
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merchandise store between Jackson, Minn., and Estherville, 
Ia., over a specified route. 

New Jersey—MC 37958, Sub. No. 2, Trenton & Lambert- 
ville Bus Line, extension—Trenton-New Hope. Joint board 67. 
Served April 12. Certificate recommended. Passengers and 
their baggage, and mail, express and newspapers in the same 
vehicle with passengers, between Trenton, N. J., and New 
Hope, Pa., over a specified route. Modified procedure. Hear- 
ing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty 
days from date of service. 

Tennessee-Virginia—MC 95655, Basil Kyle Barb, contract 
carrier application. Joint board 249. Served April 13. Permit 
proposed. Mining cars, Bristol, Tenn.-Va., to points in Ten- 
nessee and West Virginia within 150 miles of Bristol, over 
irregular routes. Modified procedure. Hearing on request. 
Exceptions, if any, must be filed within thirty days from date 
of service. 

lowa—MC 95532, John Freese, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 147. Served April 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Specified commodities between Inwood, Ia., and 
Sioux Falls, S. D., over specified routes, serving points within 
fifteen miles of Inwood as intermediate and off-route points. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 

West Virginia—MC 95495, John Canestraro, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 61. Served April 13. Certificate 
proposed. Road construction materials from Martins Ferry, 
O., to points in West Virginia, and from Benwood and Holli- 
day’s Cove, W. Va., to points in Ohio, within fifty miles of 
point of origin, and coal from Wellsburg, W. Va., and points 
within ten miles thereof in West Virginia to Toronto, O., and 
points within twenty-five miles thereof, in Ohio, over irregular 
routes. 

lowa—MC 94911, R. B. Barnett, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 136. Served April 13. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock, between Waukee, Ia., and points within a radius 
of ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and Chicago, Ill., and 
Omaha, Neb., on the other; farm machinery, from Chicago, 
Sandwich, Joliet, Moline, East Moline, Rock Island, IIll., to 
Van Meter, and twine, from Chicago to Van Meter, over 
irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94645, Arnold Herman Wacker, common carrier 
application. Joint board 54. Served April 13. Certificate 
proposed. Live stock between Guernsey, Ia., and points with- 
in a radius of ten miles thereof, on the one hand, and Chicago, 
Ill., on the other, and farm machinery, from Sandwich, Rock- 
ford, Rock Falls, Moline, East Moline, and Rock Island, IIl., 
to Guernsey and points within a radius of ten miles thereof, 
over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94553, W. P. Hicks, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 54. Served April 13. Certificate recom- 
mended. Live stock between Keota, Ia., and points within a 
radius of fifteen miles thereof, on the one hand, and Chicago, 
Ill., on the other; farm machinery and parts, from Sandwich, 
Moline, East Moline, Rock Island and Silvis, Ill., to Keota and 
West Chester, Ia., and feed from Forest Park to Keota and 
West Chester, over irregular routes. 


lowa—MC 94473, Jake Albright, common carrier applica- 
tion. Joint board 54. Served April 13. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Illinois and Iowa, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 94244, Russell Smith and Wilson Smith, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 59. Served April 13. 
Certificate proposed. Household goods and electric appli- 
ances between East Liverpool, O., on the one hand, and points 
in Hancock and Brooke counties, W. Va., and Beaver and Alle- 
gheny counties, Pa., on the other, and general commodities, 
weighing less than 500 pounds and furnaces between East 
Liverpool, on the one hand, and points in Hancock and Beaver 
counties, on the other, over irregular routes. 

lowa—MC 94243, Alfred Schermer, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 144. Served April 13. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. General commodities, except bulk freight, be- 
tween points in Iowa, Minnesota and Illinois, over irregular 
routes. 

New Jersey—MC 93926, Clarence Cornell, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 67. Served April 13. Denial 
of application proposed. Agricultural commodities, between 
Freehold, N. J., and New York, N. Y., and fertilizer from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Freehold, N. J., over specified regular 
routes. 

New Jersey—MC 93922, Roy May, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 67. Served April 13. Certificate proposed. 
Fertilizer from Philadelphia, Pa., to points in Camden, Glouces- 
ter and Salem counties, N. J., over irregular routes. Modified 
procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be 
filed within thirty days from date of service. 
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Virginia—MC 93641, William M. Duncan, dba Duncan’s 
Transfer, common carrier application. Joint board 68. Served 
April 13. Certificate proposed. Household goods, between 
Alexandria, Va., and points in Arlington County, Va., on the 
one hand, and Washington, D. C., and points in Maryland with- 
in fifty miles of Alexandria, on the other, over irregular routes. 
Modified procedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, 
must be filed within thirty days from date of service. 


New York—MC 93405, Clarence A. Kinsley, common car- 
rier application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 13. 
Denial of application recommended. Automobiles between 
points in the District of Columbia, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland and New Jersey. 

Ohio—MC 91971, Howard E. Parson, common carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 59. Served April 13. Certificate rec- 
ommended. Pottery, crockery and commodities generally 
transported in dump trucks between points in Columbiana 
County, O., Beaver County, Pa., and Hancock County, W. Va., 
over irregular routes. 


Kentucky—MC 91707, Sub. No. 1, Rodman Maffet—special 
commodity extension. Examiner J. L. Bradford. Served April 
13. Certificate proposed. Specified commodities between points 
in Kentucky, Indiana, Tennessee, Ohio, Illinois and Michigan, 
over irregular routes. 

North Carolina—MC 91302, M. B. Johnson, common car- 
rier application. Joint board 7. Served April 13. Certificate 
proposed. Farm products from Pendleton, N. C., and points 
in North Carolina not more than 50 miles therefrom to Rich- 
mond, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Suffolk, Franklin, Courtland, 
and Boykins, Va., and fertilizer and agricultural implements, 
supplies and equipment from the before mentioned destination 
points of agricultural commodities to points in North Carolina 
not more than 50 miles from Pendleton, over irregular routes. 

West Virginia—MC 90539, Barkett Coury, contract car- 
rier application. Joint board 61. Served April 13. Permit pro- 
posed. Groceries and confectionery between Wheeling, W. Va., 
and certain points in Ohio, over specified routes, serving inter- 
mediate points. 

Ohio—MC 90062, A. E. Frosch and C. H. Eberts, receivers 
for W. T. Anderson Co., common carrier application. Joint 
board 59. Served April 13. Denial for want of prosecution 
proposed. General commodities between points in Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania and West Virginia within 75 miles of East Liverpool, 
O., over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89821, Philip Hall, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 13. Dismissal 
of application proposed at request of applicant. Fabricated 
architectural iron and steel from Philadelphia, Pa., to Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Louisiana—MC 89808, R. E. Morgan, contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 246. Served April 13. Denial for want of 
prosecution proposed. Specified commodities between points in 
Louisiana, Mississippi and Texas. 

Pennsylvania—MC 89791, William E. Minium, common 
carrier application. Examiner H. J. Vinskey. Served April 13. 
Certificate recommended. Used household goods between 
Lewisburg, Pa., and points within a radius of 10 miles thereof, 
on the one hand, and points in New York, New Jersey, Con- 
necticut, Rhode Island, Vermont, Massachusetts, Maryland, 
Delaware, Virginia, West Virginia, Ohio, and the District of 
Columbia, over irregular routes. 

Ohio—MC 89720, Howard W. Juett, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner Allan F. Borroughs. Served April 13. 
Certificate proposed. Frozen fruits and vegetables, salad dress- 
ing, meat, dressed poultry, lard, butter, oleomargarine, cheese 
and eggs from Cincinnati, O., to points in Georgia and Florida, 
fresh and frozen peaches from points in Georgia to Cincinnati, 
and fresh and frozen fruits and vegetables from points in 
Florida to Cincinnati, over described routes. 

New York—MC 89699, Adrian A. Ward, contract carrier 
application. Examiner M. B. Driscoll. Served April 13. Denial 
of permit proposed. Gasoline and kerosene between Corning 
and Titusville, Pa., and between Corning and Syracuse, N. Y., 
over specified routes. 

lowa—MC 89450, Tom Towers, Inc., contract carrier ap- 
plication. Joint board 111. Served April 13. Denial of appli- 
cation proposed. Beverages and empty containers between Des 
Moines, Ia., and Milwaukee, Wis., over irregular routes. 

New Jersey—MC 88625, Joseph Rossi and John Rossi, dba 
J. J. Paper Products Co., contract carrier application. Joint 
board 67. Served April 13. Dismissal of application proposed 
at request of applicant. Waste paper and paper products be- 
tween Philadelphia, Pa., and Hackensack, N. J., and New 
York, N. Y., and between Hackensack and New York, over 
regular routes. 

New York—MC 88456, Joseph H. Arnold, dba Arnold’s 
Express, common carrier application. Examiner C. I. Kep- 
hart. Served April 13. Certificate recommended. General com- 
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modities, with exceptions, over specified routes from Albany, 
N. Y., around two circuits via Saranac Lake and via Ogdens- 
burg, N. Y., respectively, back to Albany, in either direction. 

Minnesota—MC 88356, Nick Groot, common carrier appli- 
cation. Joint board 147. Served April 13. Certificate proposed. 
Live stock between Sioux City, Ia., and Sioux Falls, S. D., on 
the one hand, and farms in the southwestern part of Minnesota, 
on the other; live stock feed, hardware, and agricultural imple- 
ments from Sioux City and Sioux Falls to farms in the territory 
before mentioned, and emigrant movables between points and 
places in the destination territory before mentioned, on the 
one hand, and points in South Dakota and Iowa, on the other. 

North Dakota—MC 63513, Sub. No. 1, Northern Truck 
Line, Inc., petroleum products extension. Joint board 84. 
Served April 13. Certificate recommended. Petroleum products, 
in bulk, from Billings and. Laurel, Mont., to points in North 
Dakota west of a line drawn from Morristown, S. D., north- 
ward to Sherwood, N. D., and continuing to the international 
boundary, over irregular routes. 

Pennsylvania—MC 40053, Sub. No. 1, Howard A. Parsons, 
extension of operations. Examiner G. E. Proudley. Served 
April 13. Denial of application for a certificate proposed. 
Petroleum products, in bulk, between points in Warren, 
McKean, Potter, and Tioga counties, Pa., on the one hand, and 
points in central and western New York, on the other, over 
irregular routes. 

Texas—MC 34180, Sub. No. 2, J. L. Naylor, dba El Paso- 
Pecos Valley Truck Lines, extension of operations—Carlsbad. 
Joint board 33. Served April 13. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, except liquids in bulk, and explosives and 
other dangerous articles, serving points in New Mexico east 
of U. S. highway 285 within 25 miles of Carlsbad, N. M., as 
off-route points of a previously authorized regular route opera- 
tion between El Paso, Tex., and Artesia, N. M. Modified pro- 
cedure. Hearing on request. Exceptions, if any, must be filed 
within 30 days from date of service. 

Pennsylvania—MC 21093, Wilford Culberson Majors, com- 
mon carrier application. Joint board 59. Served April 13. 
Denial for want of prosecution proposed. General commodi- 
ties and household goods between points in Pennsylvania, Ohio 
and West Virginia. 

Ohio—MC 18168, Sub. 1, Cox Transportation Co., exten- 
sion of operations—Michigan points. Joint board 76. Served 
April 13. Denial of application for a certifiate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities between Michigan-Ohio state line and speci- 
fied points in Michigan. 

Missouri—MC 15385, John D. Latta, common carrier ap- 
plication. Examiner F. W. Denniston. Served April 13. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Continuance of operations, general com- 
modities, except explosives and household goods, as described 
in Classification of Motor Carriers of Property, 2 M. C. C. 
703, to and from Chillicothe, Mo., as an intermediate point 
in connection with applicant’s regular route operations between 
East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Joseph, Mo. 


Tennessee—MC 22, Sub. No. 1, Joe Davis, common carrier 
application. Joint board 107. Served April 13. Certificate 
recommended. General commodities between Murfreesboro 
and Monteagle, Tenn., over U. S. highway 41. 


Indiana—MC 48508, Jackson Trucking Co., Inc., contract 
carrier application, embracing also extension of operations. 
Examiner Herbert P. Haley. Served April 13. On further 
hearing, permit proposed. Continuance of operation, fresh 
meats, packing house products, dressed poultry, butter, oleo- 
margarine and eggs, between Indianapolis, Ind., on the one 
hand, and Cleveland, O., Detroit and Benton Harbor, Mich., on 
the other; paper from Kalamazoo, Mich., to Indianapolis; stor- 
age batteries from Cleveland to Indianapolis; and beans and 
bean bags from points in Michigan to Indianapolis, over speci- 
fied routes, serving all intermediate points; also meat, prod- 
ucts, storage batteries and beans over specified routes be- 
tween Indianapolis, Ind., Cleveland and Columbus, O., Louis- 
ville, Ky., Chicago, Ill., and Detroit, Bay City, Benton Harbor 
and Grand Rapids, Mich. 

Texas—MC F-664, A. R. Dalby, lease, J. A. Fadell and D. 
C. Sanders. Joint board 77. Served April 13. Recommends 
dismissal of application by A. R. Dalby, of Lubbock, Tex., dba 
Dalby Motor Freight Lines, to lease interests of J. A. Fadell 
and D. C. Sanders, in certain operating rights. 


LOANS TO RAILROADS 


Finding the Pittsburgh & West Virginia not to be in need 
of financial reorganization in the public interest at this time, 
the Commission, by division 4, in Finance No. 9174, Pitts- 
burgh & West Virginia reconstruction loan, has approved exten- 
sion of the time of payment to a date not later than December 
31, 1939, of loans by the R. F. C. to the Pittsburgh & West 
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Virginia amounting to $4,216,607. Those loans mature Decem- 
ber 31, 1938. 

Extension of the time for paying the government loans 
is subject to the condition that loans to the applicant by banks 
are extended to mature not earlier than the loans from the 
R. F. C. The application was for an extension for three years. 
The Commission pointed out that in its report of December 31, 
1937, in this docket, it found that it was not apparent that the 
public interest would be served by a financial reorganization 
of the applicant at that time. It said it considered that the 
record now before it justified the same finding. This report 
also embraces Finance Nos. 10661 and 11933. 

The Commission, by division 4, at the request of the appli- 
cant in Finance No. 9450, Illinois Central reconstruction loan, 
has dismissed that company’s application for approval of the 
continuance in pledge by the R. F. C. as part collateral se- 
curity for loans heretofore made by the Illinois Central, of 
$16,654,000 of Yazoo & Mississippi Valley registered 5 per cent 
improvement bonds, which matured January 1, 1939, when 
extended to January 1, 1952. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 

Report and order in F. D. No. 12363, Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul & Pacific Railroad Co. trustees’ equipment-trust certificates, au- 
thorizing the trustees of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific 
Railroad Co. to assume obligation and liability in respect of not ex- 
ceeding $1,920,000 of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 
equipment-trust certificates, series T, to be issued by the Continental 
Illinois National Bank & Trust Co. of Chicago, as trustee, and sold at 
100.50 and accrued dividends in connection with the procurement of 
certain equipment, approved. 





FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


MC F-862. Urban J. Haas and Cyril H. Wissel, dba H & W Motor 
Express Co., Dubuque, Ia., asks authority to purchase operating rights 
and property of Iowa Freight Lines, Inc., Cedar Rapids, Ia. 

MC F-863. Trek, Inc., Jacksonville, Fla., asks authority to pur- 
chase all the outstanding capital stock of Star Truck Line, Inc., and 
to lease the operating rights of that company to L. & L. Freight Lines, 
Inc., a subsidiary of Trek, Inc., to operate Star Truck Line pending 
this application, and to purchase all the stock of L & L Freight Lines, 
Inc., and W. L. Akins Transportation Co., Inc. 

MC F-864. Trek, Inc., L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., W. L. Wat- 
kins Transportation Co., Inc., and Star Truck Line, Inc., ask authority 
to effect a merger into Trek, Inc. 

MC F-865. Mason and Dixon Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn., asks 
authority to purchase operating rights and properties of Motor Trans- 
fer Co., Bristol, Tenn. 

Finance No. 12374. Pennsylvania asks authority to abandon ap- 
proximately one mile of its Stevens branch in Cambria county, Pa. 

Finance No. 12375. Iowa Electric Light and Power Co., asks au- 
thority to issue first mortgage bonds at 3%, per cent interest, dated to 
mature May 1, 1969, amounting to $9,000,000, and 2% per cent 3-year 
coupon notes to mature May 1, 1942, amounting to $750,000. These 
securities are to be issued in retirement of $6,000,000 first mortgage 
10-year 7 per cent gold bonds, dated to mature August 1, 1942, and 
$3,000,000 first mortgage 20-year 4144 per cent bonds, due May 1, 1955, 
so as to take advantage of lower rates of interest. The applicant said 
that inasmuch as the status of electric railroads such as the one owned 
by it was of some uncertainty so far as the application of section 
20(a) of the interstate commerce act was concerned this application 
was made without prejudice to any future determination of the status 
of its railroad. 

MC F-866. United Transports, Inc., a Missouri corporation, Hugh 
Breeding Transport, Inc., an Oklahoma corporation, and United Trans- 
ports, Inc., a Delaware corporation, jointly ask authority to consolidate 
their properties in United Transports, Inc., a Delaware corporation; 
and United Transports, Inc., a Delaware corporation, and Auto Con- 
voy Co., a Texas corporation, jointly ask authority to effectuate the 
control and management of United Transports, Inc., a Delaware cor- 
poration, and Auto Convoy Co., a Texas corporation, in a common 
interest, through common directors and officers; and Roy G. Woods 
asks authority to operate, manage and control United Transports, 
Inc. (Delaware), and Auto Convoy Co. 

MC F-867. Martin M. Derr, Milton, Pa., asks authority to purchase 
the operating rights of John A. James, Danville, Pa. 

MC F-868. Ray Miller, dba Ray Miller Trucking Co., Terre Haute, 
Ind., asks authority to purchase the operating rights of United Mer- 
chants Truck Line. Inc. 

MC F-869. Bowen Motor Coaches, Fort Worth, Tex., asks au- 
thority to lease certain certificates or franchises of Highway Transporta- 
tion Co. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


Finance No. 11971, Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern reorganiza- 
tion. Bondholders’ protective committee for Fort Dodge, Des Moines 
& Southern first mortgage five per cent gold bonds asks approval of 
terms and conditions of a deposit agreement and authority to issue 
same. 

No. 14476, Northwestern Coal Dock Operators Association vs. C. 
& A. et al.; and No. 14477, C. Reiss Coal Co. et al. vs. A. & W. et al. 
Illinois Coal Traffic Bureau, Fifth and Ninth Districts Coal Traffic 
Bureau, and Coal Trade Association of Indiana ask Commission to re- 
consider its order of February 8; to reopen this matter in respect to 
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cancellation of outstanding orders; to grant oral argument to parties; 
and to cancel said outstanding orders. 

Ex Parte MC 14, middle Atlantic states motor carrier rates. D. 
T. Waring asks modification of order for the purpose of allowing im- 
mediate publication of rates, ratings, or provisions as follows: To 
amend List No. 3 as shown in Section 2 of Agent Waring’s MF I. C. C. 
No. 167 to include asphalt shingles at rates as contained in Item 100, 
Supplement 78 of Agent Waring’s MF I. C. C. No. 96; and to publish 
commodity rate for application on plumbers’ goods from Baltimore, 
Md., to Norristown, Pa., of 26 cents with a minimum of 20,000 pounds. 

No. 28050, intrastate rates on anthracite in Pennsylvania. Lehigh 
& New England and Lehigh Valley, respondents, ask modification of 
report of November 7, 1938, and order of January 4, 1939, so as to per- 
mit establishment from origins on the Lehigh & New England of rate 
of $1.44 a gross ton on buckwheat No. 1 and smaller sizes of anthracite, 
in lieu of present rate of $1.50 a gross ton, to Easton, 13th Street Junc- 
tion, Easton (Bushkill Station), Easton (13th Street), Kepler’s Mill, 
and Walters (Lower Mill), Pa., on the Lehigh Valley, said rate to 
apply via Lehigh & New England, Lizard Creek Junction, Pa., Lehigh 
Valley and to be published to meet motor truck competition to ex- 
pire with December 20, unless sooner cancelled, changed or extended. 

No. 27607, Swift and Co. vs. G. N. et al.; No. 27561, Armour and 
Co. vs. Boston & Albany et al.; and No. 27833, Bridgeman Russell Co. et 
al. vs. B. & O. et al. Western rail lines and lake line defendants ask 
reargument and reconsideration of decision of diversion 4 herein and 
that Commission vacate order of dicision 4 and enter an order or 
orders dismissing the complaints herein. 

No. 27469, Virginia Lime Products Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. Complain- 
ant asks that Commission grant reopening and reconsideration with 
respect to reasonableness of rate assailed in period between April 13, 
1934, end April 2, 1936, and award reparation on all shipments moving 
in aforesaid period to basis of 80 per cent on loadings of 50,000 pounds 
or more. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. C. E. 
Kirksey, dba C. E. Kirksey Motor Freight, asks that after due hearing 
and consideration Commission enter an order, exempting from order 
herein minimum rates on brick and clay products applying between 
points in Ohio on the one hand, and points in the southern peninsula 
of Michigan on the other hand for common carrier motor carriers until 
such time as Commission shall have established a basis of minimum 
rates on brick and clay products for transportation by contract carrier 
operations. 

MC-F 863, Trek, Inc., control, L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., et al.; 
L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., lease, Star Truck Line, Inc., Trek, Inc., 
asks authority to operate motor carrier properties of Star Truck Line, 
Inc., pending its application to acquire such properties. 

MC-F 389, Public Service Interstate Transportation Co., purchase, 
Beach Haven Bus Co. Beach Haven Bus Co. asks rehearing. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Chicago- 
Milwaukee Motor Carriers, Inc., asks Commission to clarify and cor- 
rect supplemental report decided October 14, 1938. 

Ex Parte MC 21, motor carrier rates in central territory. Lett & 
Co. of Indiana, Inc., asks that Commission further postpone effective- 
ness of minimum rate requirements of its order of August 3, 1938, 
on paper and paper articles in truckload lotes from Miami Valley 
(Ohio) points to Pittsburgh, Pa., and St. Louis, Mo. 

No. 21894, Lehigh Stone Co. vs. B. & O. et al. Pennsylvania rail- 
road asks modification of orders so as to permit publication of carload 
rates of 50 cents a ton on sand, gravel and crushed stone from Lake 
Ciecott, Kenneth, Logansport, Winona Lake and Wolcottville, Ind., to 
Valparaiso, Ind., and intermediate points, said rates to be published 
to meet competition and to expire on November 1. 

No. 27469, Virginia Lime Products Co., Inc., vs. C. & O. Defendant 
and intervening railroads ask commission to reopen proceeding for 
further hearing in, and reconsideration of, a part of the decision of 
division 3, dated February 4, 1938. 

Ex Parte MC 22, motor carrier rates in New England. Eastern 
Motor Freight Conference, Inc., asks that order of August 3, 1938, as 
subsequently modified, be further modified, in connection with groceries 
and grocery supplies and paper and paper articles. 

MC-F 862, Urban J. Haas and Cyril H. Wissel, dba H. & W. Motor 
Express Co., purchase Iowa Freight Lines, Inc. Urban J. Haas and 
Cyril H. Wissel. dba H. & W. Motor Express Co., ask temporary au- 
thority to operate Iowa Freight Lines, Inc. 

MC-F 783, R. L. Honbarrier, dba Colonial Motor Freight Line, pur- 
chase, George E. Parker, dba Parker & Stout Transfer Co. R. L. Hon- 
barrier, dba Colonial Motor Freight Line, asks temporary authority to 
operate line of George E. Parker, dba Parker & Stout Transfer Co. 

No. 28051, increases in Mississippi freight rates and charges. Gulf 
& Ship Island, respondent, asks modification and amendment of order 
entered November 8, 1938, so as to permit establishment on one day’s 
notice and maintenance of rate of 60 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds for 
the intrastate transportation of gravel and sand, in carloads, from 
Hattiesburg, Miss., to Gulfport, Miss. 

No. 28051, increases in Mississippi freight rates and charges. IIli- 
nois Central, respondent, asks modification and amendment of order 
entered November 8, 1938, so as to permit establishment on one day’s 
notice and maintenance of rate of 35 cents a ton of 2,000 pounds for 
the intrastate transportation of clay gravel, in carloads, from Crystal 
Springs, Miss., to Jackson, Miss. 


G. M. & N.-M. & 0. MERGER 


In opposition to the proposal of the Gulf, Mobile & Ohio to 
merge into itself the Gulf, Mobile & Northern and to acquire 
the Mobile & Ohio and the New Orleans Great Northern, Fi- 
nance Nos. 12272 and 12273, the Illinois Central presented 
K. H. Lyrle, a statistician, to tell of the financial condition of the 
trunk line which was represented as none too good. He showed 
that the proposal was that the merged company be permitted 
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to issue stocks and bonds having a greater par value than the 
securities now outstanding in face of the fact, as he said, one 
of the two was a weak line and the other a bankrupt. 

F. H. Law, traffic manager of the Illinois Central, told 
about the history of that carrier and the part it played in the 
development of the Mississippi valley territory. He estimated 
that there would be an annual loss of $475,000, if the merger 
were permitted by reason of what was proposed to be done with 
regard to the Gulf, Mobile & Northern. In addition he esti- 
mated there was a possible annual loss of about $394,000 by 
reason of the proposed change in status of the Mobile & Ohio. 
Mr. Law also treated the competitive situation by reason of the 
increased use of electric power and gas, his testimony being 
of the nature submitted by Dr. Julius H. Parmelee in behalf of 
all the railroads in the latest general advanced rate case. 

Additional testimony in behalf of the Illinois Central in 
opposition to the proposed merger was given by T. J. Quigley, 
general superintendent of that system’s southern lines, and 
F. L. Thompson, vice president of the road. Mr. Quigley de- 
scribed the southern lines with a view to showing that the 
Illinois Central could handle much more traffic than it was 
receiving. Mr. Thompson’s testimony was along engineering 
lines. 

The hearing was completed April 12. Examiner Molster 
announced that briefs would be due June 1. 


ESTIMATED WEIGHT ON GASOLINE 


Calling attention to what they termed errors made by the 
Commission in its report dismissing No. 27862, Tankar Gas, 
Inc., vs. Alton & Southern et al. and cases joined with it, M. H. 
Champion and J. F. Lawrence, attorneys for the Anderson- 
Prichard Oil Corporation, one of the complainants in that case, 
have asked for reargument and resubmission. (See Traffic 
World, March 11, p. 527.) They point out, among other things, 
that this complainant is seeking only a correct and accurate 
estimated weight basis on which to assess freight charges on 
gasoline and does not seek reparation as do other complainants. 

The decision made in the Tankar case, covering also the 
Anderson-Prichard cause, they observe, was the decision of 
two members of division 2, Commissioner Splawn dissenting, 
strongly, they declare. The petition declares that the decision 
in these cases is directly contrary to that in Waverly Growers 
Co-Operative vs. A. C. & Y. et al., 226 I. C. C. 647, pertaining 
to estimated weights on citrus fruits, and overrules that order 
and decision. 

A flat contradiction is made by the petition of the declara- 
tion in the Commission’s report that at the time the estimated 
weigh of 6.6 pounds a gallon on petroleum products was made, 
it included residual products. It asserts that gas oil and fuel 
oil were not then and are not now classified with gasoline. It 
asserts that the estimated weight of 6.6 pounds applies to 
gasoline and kerosene, etc., but does not apply to gas oil and 
fuel oil as implied in the declaration that “gasoline, then of 
little commercial value (when the 6.6 pound estimate was 
adopted), constituted only about 11 per cent of the yield, the 
remainder being residual products, primarily gas oil and fuel 
oil.” It added that gas and fuel oils were shipped on an esti- 
mated weight of 7.4 pounds to the gallon. It also denied a 
statement in the report that pipeline, waterline and truck 
transportation charges were computed on the same estimated 
weight as that used by the railroads, adding that the record 
——— that gasoline in weight did not approximate 6.6 pounds 
a gallon. 

The petition makes the point that the 95 per cent of the 
oil industry that intervened in support of the estimated weight 
ships a very small part of its product by rail, that the greater 
portion of its shipments are made through its own pipe lines, 
and that a very large part of the rail shipments of that 95 per 
cent consists of lubricating oils weighing far in excess of 6.6 
pounds by the gallon. It claimed the estimated weight fa- 
vored the large integrated companies and hurt the smaller 
companies not having pipe lines but required to use railroads. 

It made the point that not one refiner dependent on the 
railroads for the transportation of gasoline intervened in favor 
of a retention of the estimated weight of 6.6 pounds by the gal- 
lon, or in opposition to the complainant. 


WESTERN ALLEGHENY ABANDONMENT 


Abandonment of operation by the Western Allegheny Rail- 
road Co. of part of its main line, extending from Queen Junc- 
tion to West Pittsburgh, Pa., approximately 26.5 miles, has 
been authorized by the Commission, division 4, in Finance No. 
12051. The capital stock of the applicant is owned by the 
Pennsylvania. The Commission said that the inconvenience 
or loss to be suffered by the people dependent on the segment 
appeared to be inconsequential in comparison with the annual 
losses sustained by the applicant from its operation. 
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SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


(Designation of a tariff below does not mean that all schedules 
in it have been suspended. Suspension orders contain many schedules 
not reproduced here. Details of such orders are published in The 
Daily Traffic World and Bulletin and The Traffic Bulletin.) 


In I. and S. M-656, the Commission has suspended from 
April 9 and later, until July 8, the operation of certain sched- 
lished in supplement 3 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 2 of Chas. J. 
Smith Motor Express Co., York, Pa. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new and reduced less-truckload commodity 
rates on roofing, building, and paving materials from York, Pa., to 
12 points in the Maryland, also a proposed new any-quantity 
commodity rate of 12 cents on old or used burlap or cloth 
bags between York, Pa., and Baltimore, Md. The following 
is illustrative: 


Roofing, building, and paving material, less-truckload, from York, 
Pa., to Aberdeen, Md., present rate none, proposed rate 15; from York, 
Pa., to Ellicott City, Md., present rate 15, proposed rate 10. 


In I. and S. M-657, the Commission has suspended from 
April 9 and later, until July 8, the operatiton of certain sched- 
ules as published in supplement 2 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 of 
Hartell Truck Lines, Inc., supplements 2 and 3 to tariff MF- 
I. C. C. 12 of Agent D. C. Stone, and supplement 21 to joint 
tariff, Agent J. R. Arnold’s MF-I. C. C. 15. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish reduced commodity rates on 
freight, all kinds, of 40 cents in less-truckload lots and 38 cents 
in truckloads, minimum 10,000 pounds, between Denver, Colo., 
on the one hand, and Cheyenne and Fort Francis E. Warren, 
Wyo., on the other hand, in lieu of the present all-freight 
commodity rates of 50 cents in less-truckload lots and 40 cents 
in truckloads, minimum 10,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-658, the Commission has suspended from 
April 8 until July 7 the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in supplement 12 to tariff MF-I. C. C. 2 of Agent A. R. 
Fowler, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish a new truckload commodity rate of 36 cents, min- 
imum 20,000, on a large list of groceries, in straight or mixed 
carloads, applying from Twin Cities to Wahpeton and Fargo, 
N. D., as an addition to the present commodity rates of 50 
cents, minimum 4,000 pounds; 40 cents, minimum 10,000 
pounds, and 32 leents, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

In I. and S. M-659, the Commission has suspended from 
April 10 until July 9 the operation of supplement 2 to MF- 
I. C. C. 35 of Joe Greenstein, doing business as Greenstein 
Transfer, Jamestown, N. D. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new and reduced minimum charges applying on 
food products, materials and supplies in less-truckload lots 
from Minneapolis, Minn., to 33 points in North Dakota, in lieu 
of present minimum charges on some of those commodities to 
certain of the destination points. The following is illustrative: 


From Minneapolis, Minn., to Bismarck, N. D., present rate, ap- 
plicable on groceries, fresh fruits and vegetables, meats, and general 
store supplies, minimum 15,000 pounds, 60; applicable on large list of 
groceries, 75; proposed rate 78. 


In I. and S. M-660, the Commission has suspended from 
April 10 until July 9 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in Supplement 13 to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 154 of Agent Lou 
Hosking, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish reduced less-truckload and truckload proportional 
commodity rates on dairy products for application from April 
30 of one year to November 26 of the same year from Minne- 
sota points to Chicago, Ill., and Milwaukee, Wis., in lieu of 
present higher proportional commodity rates. The following is 
illustrative: 


Dairy products, minimum 15,000 pounds, from St. Cloud, Minn., to 
Chicago, Ill., present rate 44, proposed rate 44 (applies from November 


27 to April 29); proposed rate 29 (applies from April 30 to November 
26). 


In I. and S. M-661, the Commission has suspended from 
April 10 until July 9 the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in Supplement 113 to Joint Tariff MF-I. C. C. 117 of 
Agent Lou Hosking, St. Paul, Minn. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new truckload commodity rates on potatoes, 
other than sweet, from Minnesota points to Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minn., and new truckload commodity rates on carrots, 
onions, rutabagas and turnips from Grand Forks, N. D., to Min- 
neapolis and St. Paul, Minn., in lieu of present class or com- 
modity rates. The following is illustrative: 


Potatoes, other than sweet, from Hawley, Minn., to St. Paul, Minn., 


present rate, any quantity, 65; proposed rate, minimum 20,000 pounds, 
26; proposed rate, minimum 30,000 pounds, 23. 


In I. and S. 4613, the Commission on its own motion has 
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suspended from April 10 until November 10 the operation of 
certain schedules as published in supplements 9 and 10 to The 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company’s Tariff 
I. C. C. 23762. The suspended schedules change the rules gov- 
erning the stopping of cars in transit to complete loading or to 
partially unload at points on The Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western Railroad, and provide that portion of the freight to be 
loaded or unloaded at stop-off points may be handled in separate 
cars from or to the stop-off point. 

In I. and S. 4615, the Commission has suspended from 
April 10 until November 10 the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplements 7 and 8 to Agent F. D. Miller’s 
Tariff I. C. C. 351. The suspended schedules propose to reduce 
the rates on canned goods, in carloads, from Savannah, Ga., to 
points in Georgia. An illustrative proposal is to establish rates 
of 17 and 19 cents to Athens and Atlanta, Ga., respectively, in 
lieu of the present rate of 28 cents. 


In I. and S. M-662, the Commission has suspended from 
April 12 until July 11 the operation of certain schedules as 
published on various revised pages to Tariff MF-I. C. C. 4 of 
G. F. D. Lines, Inc., Los Angeles, Calif. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish package charges, in cents per pack- 
age, applicable to shipments of 100 pounds or less, classified 
first class or lower in current classification or exceptions 
thereto, between Los Angeles and San Francisco, Calif., on 
the one hand, and El Paso, Tex., on the other hand; in lieu of 
the present class rates, in cents per 100 pounds, subject to a 


minimum charge of 100 pounds at the rate applicable. The 
following is illustrative: 


Package freight, rated first class (in cents by the package), be- 
tween Los Angeles and El Paso: 20-pound package, present 231, pro- 
posed 115; 60-pound package, present 231, proposed 175. 


In I. and S. 4616, the Commission has suspended from 
April 13 until November 13, the operation of certain schedules 
as published in supplement No. 11 to Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway Company’s tariff I. C. C. No. 12829, and in 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company’s tariff I. C. C. 
No. 13090. The suspended schedules propose to establish less- 
than-carload commodity rates on articles rated fourth class or 
higher from Denver, Colorado Springs, Minnequa, Pueblo, and 
Trinidad, Colo., to certain points in New Mexico, and in the 
reverse direction, and less-than-carload rates on all freight 
between El Paso, Tex., and certain points in New Mexico, to 
meet motor-truck competition. 


In I. and S. M-663, the Commission has suspended from 
April 13 until July 12, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 77 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 26 of 
Agent Everett H. Russell, Akron, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to cancel a commodity rate of 70 cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum 5,000 pounds, on natural and synthetic gums or resins, 
from New York, N. Y., and points grouped therewith, to Cleve- 
land, O., and points grouped therewith; also to establish in 
lieu thereof, and in lieu of higher class rates, a new less- 
truckload commodity rate of 64 cents a 100 pounds on natural 
and synthetic gums or resins, and synthetic gum or resin com- 
pounds, between New York, N. Y., and points grouped there- 
with, on the one hand, and Cleveland, O., and points grouped 
therewith, on the other. 


In I. and S. M-664, the Commission has suspended from 
April 13 until July 12, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in supplement No. 17 to tariff MF I. C. C. No. 3 of 
W. A. Burch, doing business as Burch Truck Line, Wichita, 
Kan. The suspended schedules propose to establish new less- 
truckload commodity rates on electric batteries and related 
articles from St. Louis, Mo., and points grouped therewith, 
to points in Kansas, in lieu of present higher class rates. An 
illustrative proposal is to establish a rate of 76 cents on elec- 
tric storage batteries, less truckloads, from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Topeka, Kan., in lieu of the present rate of $1.10. 


In I. and S. M-665, the Commission has suspended from 
April 13 until July 12, the operation of all schedules as pub- 
lished in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 5 of Agent E. F. Powell and 
supplement No. 95 to joint tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 (F. P. 
Willette’s Series) of Mid-Western Motor Freight Tariff Bureau, 
Inc., agent. The suspended schedules propose to establish re- 
duced class and commodity rates, also exceptions ratings, less- 
truckload and truckload between Peoria, Ill., and point grouped 
therewith, on the one hand, and Kansas City, Mo., and points 
grouped therewith, also St. Joseph, Mo., on the other hand, 
applicable locally for account of Ezra Knaus, doing business 
as Knaus Truck Lines, and also on joint traffic over Knaus Truck 
Lines in connection with Alkire Brothers Truck Line, Inc.; in 
lieu of present class and commodity rates and exceptions rat- 
ings. An illustrative proposal is to establish a rate of 60 cents 
on condition powders, minimum 5,000 pounds, between Peoria, 
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Ill., and Kansas City, Mo., in lieu of the present rate of 81 
cents. 

In I. and S. M-666, the Commission has suspended from 
April 14 until July 13, the operation of certain schedules as 
published in tariff MF I. C. C. No. 2 of T. R. Monticue, Union- 
town, Pa. The suspended schedules propose to establish new 
and reduced, any-quantity, less-truckload and truckload com- 
modity rates on many commodities between points in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania and West Virginia, on the one hand, and points 
in Delaware, District of Columbia, Maryland, New Jersey, New 
York and Pennsylvania, on the other hand. The following is 
illustrative: 


Glass containers, minimum 10,000 pounds, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
Jersey City, N. J., present rate 45, proposed rate 43; from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., to Washington, D. C., present rate 40, proposed rate 35. 


RATES ON NEW AUTOMOBILES 


The Commission, by Secretary Bartel, has issued a notice to 
the public concerning No. 28190, new automobiles in inter- 
state commerce. That, it said, was a general investigation 
instituted on its own motion on petition of the National Auto- 
mobile Transporters Association, Inc., representing common 
and contract carriers, which transport new automobiles from 
manufacturing and assembling points by motor. It has been 
assigned for hearing at the Hotel Sherman, Chicago, Ill., June 
13, before Examiners Disque and Lawton. Associated with 
them, says the secretary’s notice, will be Arthur F. White, 
assistant director, of the Bureau of Statistics, the head analyst 
in the organization. As to the investigation the notice says: 


The proceeding is nation-wide in scope. It embraces all rates, 
charges, rules, regulations and practices subject to the interstate com- 
merce act, affecting interstate transportation of new automobiles, 
whether by rail in carloads, or by haul-away, drive-away, or tow-away 
methods, or by any of those methods in conjunction with water car- 
riers. The Maritime Commission has instituted a similar proceeding 
embracing movements on the Great Lakes and by coastwise and inter- 
coastal water carriers under the jurisdiction of that body, which pro- 
ceeding is to be heard with this one. 

The two commissions have caused to be prepared and sent to the 
respondent carriers certain questionnaires from which it is expected 
that a fairly complete picture of the traffic may be had, showing the 
principal points of origin and destination, the routes used, revenue 
derived and incidents of the service performed. The data thus ob- 
tained are to be consolidated by this Commission's Bureau of Statistics 
and offered in evidence through its witness at the opening of the hear- 
ing. 

The principal automobile manufacturers have been contacted and 
have expressed their intention to cooperate with this commission by 
furnishing information as to the distribution of their shipments among 
the various agencies of transportation and as to the relative value to 
them of the services of these agencies. 

Since the investigation was instituted a number of parties, in prac- 
tically all sections of the country, have indicated interest and asked 
that they be advised of the date and place of the hearing. Intervention 
is not necessary, as the proceeding is open to all. However, it will be 
appreciated if the interested parties will give the commission by letter, 
at the earliest practicable date, at least some idea of the issues they 
expect to raise, the position they will probably take and the character 
and amount of evidence they may have. After the introduction of the 
commissions’ evidence, it is expected that the carriers will offer their 
evidence, including such proposals as they may have. Prospects are that 
their presentation will consume at least ten days or two weeks. 

Parties may present any question within the province of the com- 
mission and within the scope of the order instituting the proceeding, 
but so far as now appears the principal issues will probably respect 
maximum and minimum rates and the relation, if any, to be prescribed 
between the rates of the several agencies of transportation to avoid al- 
leged destructive competition. For instance, it may be contended by 
some that the rates by truck should be the same as the rates by rail 
and by others that they should be certain amounts higher or lower. 


Addition to the agitation over rates on new automobiles 
has been caused by the filing of tariffs proposing reductions in 
rail charges from the Detroit area to trunk line and New 
England territories, to the south, from Indianapolis, Ind., and 
Springfield, O., to central territory, within the south, and from 
central freight to western trunk line territory, dated to be 
effective April 19. As understood by those opposed to the 
reductions the railroad idea back of them is that the reductions 
are necessary to place the railroads on an equality with the 
trucks by making a cut in rail rates equivalent to the cost of 
loading and unloading automobiles by consignors and con- 


signees, the trucks performing that service for shippers without 
charge. 


The National Automobile Transporters Association, Inc., 
and others have asked the Commission to suspend the tariffs, 
filed by Agents Jones and Miller. The first mentioned and the 
Nicholson Universal Steamship Co., also a protestant, have 
asked the Commission to suspend the tariffs and join the pro- 
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ceeding created by the suspension order with No. 28190, new 
automobiles in interstate commerce. That proceeding was in- 
stituted by the Commission, on its own motion, on consideration 
of a petition of the transporters association (see Traffic World, 
February 18, p. 355). 

In its request for suspension, the transporters association 
said the “relative” situation or the “balance of tonnage” would 
not be affected one iota by the proposed changes because, if 
they were allowed to become effective, the motor carriers, im- 
mediately, would publish corresponding reductions in their 
rates. It said that it made that statement not at all in the 
nature of a threat or in a spirit of pique or retaliation. It 
said it was simply at a point where patience had become ex- 
hausted. The transporters asserted that if the tariffs were 
not suspended the remedial possibilities of the investigation 
instituted by the Commission would have largely been dissi- 
pated before it got fairly under way. They expressed the 
hope that the Commission would retain the status quo by 
suspending the Jones and Miller tariffs. 

The transporters, in their petition for suspension, pointed 
out that in their petition which resulted in the institution of 
No. 28190 they frankly conceded that the trucking industry 
was not wholly innocent of contributory negligence in the 
matter. That was so, it said, because in its efforts to inaugurate 
a new service it was necessary that it be offered to the public 
at a saving of transportation expense and that that saving was 
perforce measured against the existing charges of the railroads. 

The steamship company said that the inevitable result of 
allowing the rail tariffs to become effective would be a cycle 
of reductions by other facilities of transportation. Such steps, 
it said, would be necessary by other facilities to protect their 
substantial investment in transportation facilities, resulting in 
a breakdown of the rates which would do no one any good and 
the end of which could not be foreseen. 


NORTH PACIFIC OIL RATE TURMOIL 


A two-part investigation of rates on petroleum and its 
products from north Pacific ports to Idaho, Oregon and Wash- 
ington and from northern Montana to destinations in Idaho and 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho and Montana. The secretary in that 
is to be as to all-rail and the other as to motor carrier rates. 

Information as to the institution of the investigation was 
given to the public in a notice, signed by Secretary Bartel, to 
parties interested in I. and S. No. 4614, petroleum between 
Washington, Oregon, Idaho and Oregon. The secretary in that 
notice announced the creation of the suspension proceeding as 
to all-rail rates and said that an investigation would also be 
made of the interstate motor carrier rates from and to the same 
points. In that announcement he said: 


Pending disposition of these investigations the Commission will 
give consideration to any applications for special permission which may 
be filed by rail or motor carriers to establish a rate from north Pa- 
cific ports and northern Montana to Spokane, Wash., based on 32 
cents per 100 pounds, with related rates to other destinations, provided 


the Idaho, Montana, Oregon and Washington state authorities are fur-. 


nished with copies of the special permission applications. 


With regard to the suspension proceeding, the Commission 
said that in I. and S. No. 4614, it had suspended from April 10 
until November 10, the operation of certain schedules as pub- 
lished in Supplements 5 and 6 to Agent W. J. Bohon’s Tariff, 
I. C. C. 535, and in Supplement 4 to Great Northern Railway 
Company’s Tariff I. C. C. A-7611. 

The suspended schedules, it said, proposed to reduce the 
all-rail rates on petroleum and petroleum products, in tank 
cars, from Portland, Ore., Seattle, Wash., and related points, 
and northern Montana producing points to destinations in north- 
western Oregon, eastern Washington, northern Idaho and cer- 
tain points in British Columbia. The following examples, it 
says, are illustrative, rates being in cents per 100 pounds—on 
gasoline: 


From Kalispell, Mont., to Sand Point, Idaho, present rate 44, pro- 
posed rate 30; from Kalispell, Mont., to Spokane, Wash., present rate 
47, proposed rate 30; from Kalispell, Mont., to Moscow, Idaho, present 
rate 53, proposed rate 37.5; from Portland, Ore., to Sand Point, Idaho, 
present rate 54, proposed rate 34.5; from Portland, Ore., to Spokane, 
Wash., present rate 41, proposed rate 25; from Portland, Ore., to Mos- 
cow, Idaho, present rate 52, proposed rate 32.5. 


The all-rail rates were suspended on protests of petroleum 
interests and motor carriers. 





REPARATION ORDERS 


A reparation order has been issued in No. 24757, Lime- 
stone Products Corporation of America vs. L. & H. R. et al. 


April 15, 1939 





Miscellaneous Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter System, 
published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. Copyright, 
1939, by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 

(Superior Court of Pennsylvania.) Partnership which en- 
gaged in intrastate carriage of freight by trucks leased from 
owners who operated them, and contracted for shipments with 
anyone who would ship in truckloads or with any consistent 
shippers, and which would accept less than truckload lots if 
shipments could be combined with other shipments so as to 
make full load, was “common carrier,” and hence subject to 
a fine for operating without certificate of public convenience, 
notwithstanding that partnership performed no service without 
a previous contract and occasionally refused to render service. 
66 P. S. secs. 1101 et seq., 1102 (6, 7), 1304, 1491. (Gornish 
~ Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission, 4 Atl. Rep. (2d) 

9). 

If partnership engaged in intrastate carriage of freight by 
trucks was “common carrier” acting without certificate of pub- 
lic convenience, partnership was not entitled to permit to op- 
erate as a “contract carrier,” since statutory definition of 
contract carrier specifically excluded common carriers. 66 P. 
S. secs. 1101 et seq., 1304.—Ibid. 

One who undertakes for hire or reward to carry goods of 
all persons indifferently is a “common carrier.’’—Ibid. 

The presence or absence of pre-existing contracts to carry 
was not controlling in determining whether partnership, which 
engaged in intrastate carriage of freight by trucks, had status 
of “common carrier.” 66 P. S. sec. 1102 (6).—Ibid. 

One’s status as “common carrier” is not changed by an 
occasional refusal to perform services for which he is equipped. 
66 P. S. sec. 1102 (6).—Ibid. 

Although the law furnishes a definition for the term ‘com- 
mon carrier,” that which constitutes a particular individual 
such a carrier is a question of fact to be determined from the 
evidence.—Ibid. 

Mere schemes or devices to avoid duties and responsibili- 
ties of a common carrier are unavailing when true character 
of such acts is established.—Ibid. 

Evidence sustained order of Pennsylvania Public Utility 
Commission imposing fine of $3,000 on partnership for engag- 
ing in intrastate carriage of freight by truck as common carrier 
without certificate of public convenience, in view of evidence 
that violations covered period of more than 60 days. 66 P. S. 
secs. 1101 et seq., 1491 (b).—Ibid. 





(District Court, D. Montana.) In producers’ suit against 
common carrier of natural gas to enforce a contract obligation 
and to have the court fix a reasonable rate for transporting 
gas through carrier’s pipe line, the District Court had authority 
to say whether rate charged by carrier was reasonable or un- 
reasonable. (Montana Eastern Pipe Line Co. vs. Montana 
Dakota Utilities Co., 26 Fed. Supp. 284.) 

A public utility may not be compelled to operate at a loss, 
and where a statute or public service commission holds con- 
trary to the principle and fixes a confiscatory rate, the courts 
may set it aside.—lIbid. 

Even where there is no statute and no commission author- 
ized to fix rates to be charged by a public utility, the courts 
may set a confiscatory rate aside.—Ibid. 

The presumption was that a common carrier had acted in 
good faith in offering its rates for transporting natural gas 
through its pipe line, and producer seeking to enforce carrier’s 
contract obligation had burden of showing that rates were un- 
reasonable.—Ibid. 


(Supreme Court of Iowa.) Where the state board of rail- 
road commissioners upon complaint and hearing revised rail- 
road rates for intrastate shipments of coal, a temporary 
injunction restraining enforcement of such rates, which sub- 
sequently are dissolved by order which was not appealed from, 
did not nullify order fixing the rates. Code 1935, secs. 8106- 
8108. (Green Bay Lumber Co. vs. Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., 284 
N. W. Rep. 369.) 

The purpose and intent of the statute relating to regula- 
tion of rate schedules of carriers is to empower the state board 
of railroad commissioners to fix and determine the maximum 
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charges to be made by railroads or common carriers. Code 
1935, secs. 8082-8108.—Ibid. 

Revisions of railroad rates, made on motion of state board 
of railroad commissioners, became effective only on publica- 
tion but revisions made on complaint and hearing are in force 
after date they are made and entered of record by the board. 
Code 1935, secs. 8082-8108.—Ibid. 

The public tariff and tariff schedules are binding upon 
shipper and carrier so long as they remain operative, and are 
conclusive as to rights of the parties. Code 1935, secs. 8083- 
8104.— Ibid. 

If a carrier willfully disobeys order of state board of rail- 
road commissioners by failing to adopt rates lawfully declared 
by the board, carrier cannot collect the illegal rates, even 
though such rates are wrongfully published as carrier’s tariff 
schedule. Code 1935, secs. 8105-8108.—Ibid. 

Where state board of railroad commissioners upon com- 
plaint and hearing revised railroads’ rates for intrastate ship- 
ments of coal and ordered railroads to publish the revised rates, 
revised rates became effective upon recording thereof by the 
board, without the further notice to railroads, and shipper 
could recover for charges made by railroad after effective date 
of ees eee in excess of such rates. Code 1935, secs. 8105- 
8108.—Ibid. 


LAKE CARGO COAL 


Class I railroads, applicants in Ex Parte 115, increases in 
freight rates and charges, 1937, have asked the Commission 
to dismiss the petition of the Wisconsin commission in which 
that body asked the federal body to modify its order of 
November 21, 1938, respecting lake cargo coal. They asked 
dismissal on the ground that the Wisconsin commission, by 
revision of it own order of September 30, 1938, had removed 
the gravamen of the petition filed by it. 

The Wisconsin commission asked for modification of the 
federal body’s order so as to authorize an increase of only 7% 
cents a net ton and 8% cents a gross ton on lake cargo coal to 
lower lake ports if such coal was later reshipped in line-haul 
movement by railroad. 

Revision of the Wisconsin commission’s order, according 
to the petition of the Class I railroads, is to be effective May 1. 


COTTON BELT REORGANIZATION 


With Commissioner Mahaffie dissenting, the Commission, 
by division 4, in Finance No. 11040, St. Louis Southwestern 
reorganization, has authorized Joseph Dembitzer, of Paris, 
France, Ludwig Geiszt, of Budapest, Hungary, and Martin 
Domke, of Paris, France, to serve as a protective committee 
for foreign holders of St. Louis Southwestern first terminal 
and unifying mortgage bonds, due January 1, 1952. The authori- 
zation is subject to the conditions that are generally imposed 
on committees of that sort. 

Commissioner Mahaffie in his dissent noted that the com- 
mittee consisted of persons who were neither citizens nor resi- 
dents of the United States. Therefore, said he, attempts to 
regulate or to supervise their activities as a committee as con- 
templated by section 77 (p) of the national bankruptcy act 
seemed to him likely to be of doubtful effect. Commissioner 
Mahaffie pointed out that the reorganization had been going on 
since December 12, 1935, and had been argued before the Com- 
mission. He said a committee authorized by the Commission 
to represent the holders of first terminal and unifying mortgage 
bonds had participated throughout the proceeding. In addition, 
he said, the trustee of the mortgage securing those bonds had 
been active in their behalf. In these circumstances, he said, he 
saw no necessity for the authorization at this stage of the 
proceeding of an additional committee to represent bonds issued 
under that mortgage. 


MILWAUKEE REORGANIZATION 


The complex problems of law and economics combined in 
the effort to reorganize the affairs of the Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul & Pacific were discussed before the entire Commis- 
sion, April 12, in arguments on the plan of reorganization 
proposed by Examiner M. S. Jameson in Finance No. 10882, 
the reorganization proceeding. (See Traffic World, November 
12, 1938, p. 987.) 

Assignments of time for argument were made to R. T. 
Swaine, for the debtor, which has not submitted a plan for 
the reorganization of its affairs but has endeavored to have 
the Commission hold off in the matter until the uncertainties 
that have prevailed ever since the road has been under con- 
sideration under the national bankruptcy act; K. F. Burgess 
and Douglas Smith, institutional investors, such as life insur- 
ance companies; Fred N. Oliver, representing a group of 
mutual savings banks; Thomas O’G. FitzGibbon and Guigo 








PAGE 846 


Pantaleoni, the trustees and committee of the debtor’s fifty- 
year bonds; J. C. Hill and S. H. E. Freund, the adjustment 
mortgage trustees; M. Sykes, United States Trust Co.; Harry 
Huffman, holders of Milwaukee & Northern bonds; A. K. 
Orschel, preferred stockholders’ committee; R. H. McRoberts, 
St. Louis Trust Co., and others; John B. Marsh, City Bank 
Farmers Trust Co.; Reese D. Alsop, holders of the bonds of 
the Chicago, Terre Haute & Southeastern, the latter a rail- 
road the stock of which is held by the Milwaukee, who has 
its property under a 999-year lease and which it is proposed 
shall be incorporated in the reorganized company; and C. M. 
Clay, representing the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 


The examiner’s plan was criticized as disregarding the 
rule laid down in the Boyd case as to the rights of bondholders, 
and the provision made in that plan for giving the preferred 
stockholders warrants under which they would have the right 
to buy securities in the new company in derogation, accord- 
ing to Mr. Burgess, of the rights of bondholders, notwithstand- 
ing, as he contended, the preferred stockholders had been 
wiped out soon after the extension of the road to the Pacific 
coast. 

“Your position is that no plan should be approved now, 
isn’t it?”” asked Commissioner Mahaffie after Mr. Swaine had 
pointed out objections to provisions in the plans of the exam- 
iner and of the institutional investors, the question seemingly 
being based on the criticisms offered by Mr. Swaine, the fact 
that the debtor had suggested postponement of reorganization 
until times were more nearly normal and had been turned 
down by the Commission. 


“T’ve not taken a position,” said Mr. Swaine. “But if I 
were to make a categorical answer it would be ‘yes.’” 


Mr. Swaine said the debtor took the position that there 
remained an opportunity in the reorganization for participation 
in the new company by holders of the preferred stock. His 
view was that if the Commission decided to go ahead now the 
capitalization would have to be cut as drastically as recom- 
mended by the examiner. 


According to Mr. Burgess the institutional investors pre- 
sented a plan only after the debtor had abandoned its efforts 
to make one. That group, he said, held $89,000,000 worth of 
Milwaukee securities. 


“Worth, or par,’ inquired Commissioner Mahaffie. 


“Worth when we bought them,” said Mr. Burgess, who 
added that that group’s plan was realistic and worked out by 
owners of securities of the highest and lowest priorities, the 
examiner’s plan being characterized as more drastic than that 
of the owners of the securities. 


GRAIN CASE BRIEF DATES 


Owing to the illness of W. C. Burger, commerce counsel 
of the Louisville & Nashville, the Commission has postponed 
the dates for the filing of briefs in I. and S. No. 4208, grain to, 
from and between points in southern territory, from May 1 to 
June 1 and from June 1 to July 1 for the filing of reply briefs. 
The Commission, in announcing the postponement, said that 
Mr. Burger had appeared at the hearings and had been assigned 
the duty of preparing a considerable part of the consolidated 
brief for the southeastern carriers on account of his familiarity 
with the matter. It said that the preparation of that brief 
could not well be assigned to other counsel not familiar with 
the comprehensive record. 


SOUTHERN EQUIPMENT TRUST 


At the request of the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 
the Southern railway has asked the Commission to modify its 
order in Finance No. 12022 so that some of the equipment trust 
certificates authorized by that order may be stamped showing 
that they have been subordinated in payment to the remainder 
of the certificates. The issue totals $13,500,000. What pro- 
portion of the certificates it is proposed to subordinate to the 
others is not set forth in the Southern’s petition. 

The government lending agency has bought the entire is- 
sue. In order to enable the RFC to sell certain of the certifi- 
cates, says the petition, it has asked the Southern to obtain a 
modification permitting subordination in event of default by 
the Southern. The stamping would show, said the petition, 
that as to the stamped certificates, time for the payment of 
dividend warrants and installments had been deferred. The 
Southern said its liabilities would not be changed by the change 
proposed in the agreement under which the certificates had 
been issued. The proposed modification would provide for the 
payment of interest at the rate of four per cent on the deferred 
certificates. This application is as to series EE certificates. 

A similar petition was filed by the Southern in Finance 
No. 12241, as to an issue of $6,000,000 of series FF certificates, 
all of which, except $1,284,000 had also been sold and deliv- 
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ered to the RFC at the time the petition was filed. The re- 
mainder was expected to be delivered about April 14. 





FREIGHT FORWARDING INVESTIGATION 


Asking the Commission to deny the petition of the New 
York Central for reopening, reargument, and reconsideration 
of the finding in No. 27365, freight forwarding investigation, 
that that carrier dominates and controls Universal Carloading 
and Distributing Co., Glenwood W. Rouse and William J. 
Walsh, counsel for the Commission, express the belief that the 
facts show a purpose, successfully carried out, by the New 
York Central to control and dominate the agency mentioned. 
They said their belief was that the railroad controlled Uni- 
versal notwithstanding that its stock interests therein was 
only 49.5 per cent. 

The Commission counsel said that the Central’s interest 
in Universal was reduced from an amount in excess of 50 per 
cent to 49.5 per cent while the hearings in this case were going 
on. However, they added, the 49.5 per cent actually accounted 
for 75 per cent of the votes cast at the last annual meeting 
of the United States Freight Co. (an intermediate company) 
and thus amounted to a clear working control. Why, they 
asked, should the Central hold more than that amount of stock 
since that was sufficient to give it effective control of the com- 
pany, its officers and its policies. 

The fact that a considerable part of Universal’s traffic 
happened to be handled by motor carriers, the lawyers said, 
was by no means conclusive proof that the Central did not 
exert its dominating influence over Universal’s policies. An 
appreciable portion of the motor traffic, they said, was handled 
in territory where the Central could not possibly get a rail 
haul. 





Digest of New Complaints 





No. 28239, Martin Brothers Box Co., Toledo, O., vs. New York Central. 
Charges, rotary cut lumber, Live Oak and McNeal, Fla., to 
Toledo, O., on shipments made between December, 1935, and June, 
1936, in violation of sections 1, 2 and 3, the undue preference 
alleged being for shippers of sawn or resawn lumber. Asks rep- 
aration. (H. C. Erdmann, Toledo, O.) 
No. 28240, McDonald Corporation, Lakeland, Fla., vs. B. & O. et al. 

Rates and charges, citrus fruit, Auburndale, Fla., to New Jersey 
and New York, in violation of sections 1 and 3. Asks reparation. 
(O. T. Cardell, Orlando, Fla.) 

No. 28241, Nederlandsch-Amerikaansche Stoomvaart-Maatschappij, ‘‘Hol- 
land-Amerika Lijn,’’ New York, N. Y., vs. Erie et al. 

Unreasonable rates and charges, automobiles, Kenosha, Wis., to 
New York, N. Y., for delivery to a steamship. Asks rates and rep- 
aration. (Edward H. Pollaci, Jr., 29 Broadway, New York, N. Y.) 

No. 28242, Western Tablet & Sttorage Co., St. Joseph, Mo., vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al. 

Rates and charges, newsprint paper and printing paper, other 
than newsprint, points in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan and 
Sault Ste. Marie Ontario groups to St. Joseph, Mo., in violation 
of sections 1 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for manu- 
facturers and distributors at Chicago and other points in Illinois, 
Iowa, Missouri and Indiana. Asks reasonable rates. (W. H. Fitz- 
patrick, 209 N. Fifth St., St. Joseph, Mo.) 

No. 28243, Paul R. Strout, Seattle, Wash., vs. Union Pacific. 

Alleges overcharge in passenger and tourist sleeping car service 
between Seattle, Wash., and Kansas City, Mo., for the round-trip. 
Asks reparation. (Paul R. Strout, 445 Henry Bldg., Seattle, Wash.) 

No. 28244, L. A. Cox et al., Los Angeles, Calif., vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 

Rates and charges, horses, carloads, points in Montana, Oregon 
and Washington to points in Oregon and California, in violation of 
sections 1, 2 and 3, the undue preference alleged being for the trans- 
portation of ordinary live stock. Ask reasonable rates and repara- 
tion. (John W. Chartrand, 400 Petrol Bldg., 950 South Broadway, 
Los Angeles, Calif.) 

No. 28245, Rice-Stix Dry Goods Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. Canadian 
Pacific et al. 

Unreasonable charges, woven cloth sheets and pillow cases, made 
wholly of cotton, Lewiston, Me., and New York, N. Y., to St. 
Louis, Mo. Asks reparation. (J. G. Brice, 915 Olive St., St. Louis, 
Mo.) 


LIABILITY FOR FREIGHT CHARGES 


Representative Buck, of California, has introduced H. R. 
5726, a bill to amend section 3 of the interstate commerce 
act so as to make the party to whom a shipment is delivered 
on the order of the consignor of the shipment who is also the 
consignee of the shipment liable for the freight charges where 
the consignor notifies the delivering carrier that such party 
is the beneficial owner of the property and that delivery is to 
be made to such party only on payment of all tariff rates and 
charges. 


April 15, 1939 


PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION ACT 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


In asking that regulation of air carriers be left undisturbed 
with the Civil Aeronautics Authority, Edgar S. Gorrell, presi- 
dent of the Air Transport Association, opposing S. 2009 and 
S. 1660, providing for regulation of air carriers by the Commis- 
sion, before the Senate interstate commerce committee, accused 
the President’s committee of six of making an “inaccurate and 
a statement about the regulatory authority of the 

~ ie 

Mr. Gorrell pointed out that the President’s committee said 
in its report that the Authority had no power to prescribe either 
maximum or minimum rates of air carriers, except for the han- 
dling of mail, while the fact was that section 1002 (d) of the 
civil areonautics act provided: 


Whenever, after notice and hearing, upon complaint, or upon its 
own initiative, the Authority shall be of the opinion that any individual 
or joint rate, fare, or charge demanded, charged, collected or received 
by any air carrier for interstate or overseas air transportation, or any 
classification, rule, regulation, or practice affecting such rate, fare, or 
charge, or the value of the service thereunder, is or will be unjust or 
unreasonable, or unjustly discriminatory, or unduly preferential, or 
unduly prejudicial, the Authority shall determine and prescribe the 
lawful rate, fare, or charge (or the maximum or minimum, or the maxi- 
mum and minimum thereof) thereafter to be demanded, charged, col- 
lected, or received, or the lawful classification, rule, regulation, or 
practice thereafter to be made effective: Provided, That as to rates, 
fares, and charges for overseas air transportation, the Authority shall 
determine and prescribe only a just and reasonable maximum or mini- 
mum or maximum and minimum rate, fare, or charge. 


“Furthermore,” said he, “the rate-making rule to guide the 
Authority in exercising this rate-fixing power, which appears 
in section 1002 (e) of the act, is modeled upon section 15a of 
the interstate commerce act—which is also followed in section 
20 of S. 2009. That the rate-making rule for air carriers is just 
as severe as that applicable to the railroads is demonstrated by 
the fact that section 1002 (e) of the civil aeronautics act even 
includes the mandate that the effect of rates upon the move- 
ment of traffic shall be considered. 

“In other words, the power of the C. A. A. to fix the pas- 
senger and express rates for this industry are just like the 
powers of the I. C. C. to fix rates for the railroads and motor 
carriers, and are subject to a similar legislative standard. As 
Senators McCarran, Truman and Austin can testify, the pro- 
visions of the civil aeronautics act were based upon the com- 
parable provisions in Parts I and II of the interstate commerce 
act. 

“IT personally have called the attention of my railroad 
friends to this misguided statement in the report of the com- 
mittee of six. But witnesses for the railroads have not seen fit 
to correct that statement in testifying before your committee 
or the House committee, and we continue to hear charges to 
the effect that the railroads’ competitors are unregulated. What- 
ever may be said of other forms of transportation, the air car- 
riers are regulated, both with respect to rates and all other 
phases of the operations—and the pattern of regulation is the 
same as that applicable to the railroads.” 

Senator Reed said he would move when the committee con- 
sidered the proposed legislation in executive session to strike 
from the bills any reference to air transportation. The indica- 
tions are that regulation of air carriers will be left with the 
Authority. 

Lines Aided by Bar on Passes 


Mr. Gorrell said the thing that had helped the air lines the 
most was the provision in the air act forbidding them to carry 
persons free—that was one of the things that had put “shekels” 
in the treasuries of the air lines, said he. 

Passage of the act, he continued, had resulted in improve- 
ment of the financial condition of air lines which he said faced 
bankruptcy before the act was passed. Now, said he, banks 
were willing to lend money for equipment. 


Senators Favor Water Regulation 


Remarks made by Chairman Wheeler and Senators Reed 
and White while O. S. Barrett, president of the Mississippi 
River Carriers’ Association, opposed enactment of S. 2009 as a 
measure that, if passed, would destroy the inland water car- 
riers, indicated those senators were in favor of regulation. 

Though the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Company had 
favored the Eastman water carrier bill, Mr. Barrett said it 
was against the Wheeler-Truman bill and he did not know of 
a river carrier who was for it. 

When the witness said no river carrier had asked for a 
subsidy, Chairman Wheeler contended that improvement of 
waterways at public expense was in the nature of a subsidy 
and that that had been advocated by river carriers. 
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_When the witness spoke of costs of regulation that would 
be imposed on the river lines if the bill were passed, Senator 
Reed remarked to the effect that other carriers had not only 
to stand the cost of regulation but expense incident to providing 
roadbeds, the railroads providing their own and the highway 
carriers contributing to part of the cost of the highways, while 
the waterway carriers contributed nothing. Yet the water 
carriers did not even wish to stand the cost of regulation, he 
asserted. 

Railroads would use provisions of S. 2009 to harass the 
river lines and the contract water carriers would have to go 
out of business if the bill became law, said the witness. 


Wheeler Not Impressed 


When Mr. Barrett said his line would be for sale the 
next day after such a bill became law, Chairman Wheeler said 
the spokesmen for the public utilities said the same thing when 
the bill regulating utilities was under consideration and that 
bankers had said the same thing when the federal reserve law 
was in the making. He indicated he was not impressed by 
such statements. 

The chairman made the point that, whether or not the 
conclusion was right, the country was committed to the prin- 
ciple of regulation and that that principle had to be accepted. 
Commenting on the assertion that there was no public demand 
for regulation of water carriers, the senator asserted that that 
was not true—that there was public demand from one end 
of the country to the other—that it was being pointed out that 
the river carriers were not regulated. 

When Mr. Barrett criticized the bill on the ground that 
it would impose on water carriers railroad provisions of the 
interstate commerce act not properly applicable to water trans- 
portation, Chairman Wheeler asked the witness to submit sug- 
gestions for revision as he said there was no purpose not to 
take into consideration conditions affecting water transporta- 
tion. He indicated that what the water carriers should do 
was to propose changes and not simply oppose regulation. 

Mr. Barrett said he did not think it would be possible to 
reconstruct S. 2009. 


“You don’t want to reconstruct it,” said Chairman Wheeler. 

Senator White wanted to know whether the witness ac- 
cepted or rejected the principle of regulation of river carriers. 
Mr. Barrett said he could not see personally where any public 
good would come from regulation. 

“Then you are against the principle of regulation,” said 
the senator. 

Not Academic 


Mr. Barrett replied to the effect that he hesitated to get 
into a debate on an “academic” question but both Chairman 
Wheeler and Senator White indicated they did not think the 
question was academic, Senator White asserting that the com- 
mittee had to answer the question whether it was for or 
against water carrier regulation. 

Personally, said Mr. Barrett, he was not an opponent of 
the theory of regulation but Chairman Wheeler interjected that 
practically he was opposed. Mr. Barrett then asked what had 
been done to warrant passage of such legislation, his conten- 
tion being that there were no such abuses existing in connec- 
tion with river transportation such as had resulted in regulation 
of railroads. . 

Senator White said that the government had been pouring 
hundreds of millions of dollars into the waterways and the 
users paid no taxes to the federal government while other 
forms of transportation did and it was suggested that the 
government was placing an unfair burden on the other forms 
of transportation. 

“You fellows have got a crucifixion complex,” said Chair- 
man Wheeler at one point when argument was being made 
that passage of the bill would drive the water carriers out of 
business. 

The chairman contended that, under the provisions of the 
bill, the Commission could not discriminate against water car- 
riers in fixing rates to the end that the rail carriers would be 
benefited as alleged, but he said if it did such a thing, Con- 
gress would not “stand” for it. 


Pocahontas Coal Producers 


J. V. Norman, general counsel of the Property Owners’ 
Committee, an organization of associations of coal producers 
on the Pocahontas lines in Kentucky, Virginia and West Vir- 
ginia, favored appointment of an investigating transportation 
board by the Commission. In his remarks he said if other 
agencies of transportation were subsidized and that was con- 
tinued, the railroads should be subsidized. 

Chairman Wheeler, who is opposed to subsidizing the rail- 
roads, agreed with the witness, however, that if subsidization 
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of other agencies was continued, the railroads should be treated 
likewise. 

Mr. Norman opposed compulsory pooling of earnings. He 
said to provide for that would be to go back to the fallacy of 
the recapture clause of section 15a of the transportation act 
of 1920. His views on that subject were presented also in a 
statement filed with the House committee by himself and 
Charles E. Bell, executive secretary of the Property Owners’ 
Committee. In that statement it was asserted that, entirely 
aside from the consideration of the legal validity of the plan 
for compulsory pooling of earnings, it was submitted that such 
a = could not be justified in good morals or sound public 
policy. 

“The purpose is to require the shipper or consumer on 
prosperous railroads,” it was asserted, ‘to pay in excess of 
what he would otherwise pay and take such excess and give 
it to the railroads which do not serve him. In other words, 
the shipper or consumer on a prosperous railroad is to be taxed 
to maintain other railroads. If it is necessary to maintain the 
other railroads in the public interest and necessary to assess 
a tax in order to do so, then it is submitted that the tax should 
be -borne by society generally and not solely by the shippers 
or consumers located on prosperous railroads. If it be neces- 
sary to maintain the weak lines in the public interest or for 
reasons of national defense, or the postal service, they should 
be maintained by general taxation rather than by taxation of 
a few shippers and consumers located on particular railroads.” 

It would be a fallacious and socialistic scheme, said Mr. 
Norman. 

No Pooling Legislation 


Chairman Wheeler said there would be no compulsory 
pooling legislation enacted at this session of Congress. The 
pooling proposal is not in the Wheeler-Truman bill, S. 2009, 
but in the Lea bill, H. R. 2531, and has the support of the 
Commission. It is opposed by the railroads. 

Mr. Norman also opposed regulation of contract carriers 
of coal by water because of large movements by water of coal 
by such carriers. He said in the statement filed with the 
House committee that the regulation of such contract carriers 
would give an undue advantage to the producers of coal who 
transported it in vessels privately owned or operated by them, 
and the producers using contract carriers would doubtless find 
it necessary to provide themselves with their own vessels and 
other facilities at great expense to them. 


Asked whether he favored imposition of tolls for use of 
waterways, Mr. Norman said that that was a question of public 
policy. He did not know how much toll the water traffic would 
stand but, if it were determined to be wise public policy to 
assess tolls, he saw no just ground for not making a charge 
for the use of such facilities. 


Chairman Wheeler thought the steel and oil companies and 
others similarly using the rivers should be willing to pay tolls. 

Enactment of the proposed commodities clause in S. 2009 
was opposed by Mr. Norman who said it would create a serious 
situation by disrupting relationships, particularly in the coal 
business where coal companies owned their own vessels, trans- 
ported their own coal and also hauled on contract for others. 

“My own view is that the clause has to be amended,” said 
Chairman Wheeler. 


The objective of the clause, said he, was to meet the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court that the clause as it now stood in 
the law did not apply to the Elgin, Joliet & Eastern, U. S. 
steel subsidiary. If the clause were reenacted as it now was, 
said he, it might be said that the decision in the E. J. & E. 
case had been approved by Congress. 


Trainmen’s Views 


Tom J. McGrath, counsel for the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, appeared, as he had before the House committee, 
to oppose any legislation that might have the effect of stimu- 
lating railroad consolidations and reduce railroad employment. 
What he desired, it was finally developed, was insertion in the 
law of provisions along the line of those in the emergency 
transportation act of 1933 protecting labor from being dis- 
placed in economy moves. Remarks of the witness taken to 
mean he wanted the protective provisions to take care of 
employes displaced by abandonments caused Chairman Wheeler 
to assert that it was going too far to ask that railroads make 
jobs for men displaced by abandoning of lines because of no 
business. He indicated he felt that if such a policy were to 
be adopted, the whole railroad business might collapse and 
asked where would labor be then. Mr. McGrath said he was 
not asking that Congress do that but he indicated he thought 
abandonments should figure in the picture in some way. The 
employes should also be protected in event there was pooling 
which resulted in contraction of services, said he. 
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Chairman Wheeler asserted there was nothing in his bill 
designed to stimulate consolidations. He said the plan require- 
ment was repealed but he regarded that provision as of no 
effect now. Mr. McGrath indicated his organization would be 
better pleased if the consolidation provisions were not touched 
until after the investigation and study of transportation agen- 
cies had been made. The chairman said he knew of no rail 
executive planning to effect a consolidation. He and Senator 
Reed contended consolidation was not an issue raised by S. 
2009 and appealed to the witness, in effect, to save time and 
discuss something else. Mr. McGrath stuck to his contention, 
however, that something adverse to labor might come out of 
changing the law at this time and that labor should be pro- 
tective. It was pointed out that the bill contained a protective 
provision agreed to by the Railway Labor Executives’ Associa- 
tion of which the trainmen’s brotherhood is not a member. 


Contract Motor Carriers 


Amendments sought to S. 2009 by the contract carrier 
division of American Trucking Associations, Inc., were submit- 
ted by C. D. Todd, Jr., executive secretary of the division. 
When he began his testimony Mr. Todd asked for indulgence 
of the committee as it was his first appearance before a con- 
gressional committee. Chairman Wheeler said he need not be 
afraid. He then remarked he had been attending the hearings 
but got no further because those present, including the sena- 
tors, broke out into roars of laughter due to the fact that 
previous witnesses had been subjected to many interruptions 
by the senators. 

After Mr. Todd had submitted the amendments for which 
he asked consideration Chairman Wheeler commended him and 
suggested that if other witnesses did likewise instead of mak- 
ing a lot of general statements in opposition to regulation, it 
would be much better. The senator said constructive recom- 
mendations as to the proposed legislation were desired. 


Mr. Todd submitted amendments to prevent contracts of 
contract motor carriers being open for public inspection, to 
exempt contract carriers from a requirement to collect charges 
before delivery of freight, and to exempt them also from pro- 
visions relating to allowances to shippers. There were often 
situations disclosed in contracts, said he, which the Commis- 
sion should properly know about but which should not be made 
known to the public generally. As to collection of charges by 
contract carriers he said there were instances where deliveries 
were made ait such times that collection could not be made 
at the same time. He also said that it was impossible for 
contract carriers under their contracts to make allowance to 
shippers. 

Wants Specific Recommendations 


Chairman Wheeler at the hearing April 10 renewed his 
appeal to witnesses to submit specific recommendations they 
believed necessary to protect the interests of those for whom 
they were appearing rather than to give the committee a lot 
of generalities. The latter wouldn’t be worth much to the 
committee when it began consideration of the legislation in 
executive session, said he. 

When J. J. Seid, traffic manager of the Crown Zellerbach 
Corporation, of San Francisco, Calif., explained it was his 
belief that the proposed commodities clause in section 12 of 
S. 2009 would cause irreparable damage to established steamer 
lines and industries dependent on their services, among other 
things, Chairman Wheeler announced in effect that so far as 
he was concerned no attempt would be made in the consid- 
eration of S. 2009 to revise the commodities clause as it now 
stood in the law. He believed that if such drastic changes 
were going to be made as proposed in section 12, that matter 
should be taken up separately and a great deal of considera- 
tion given it. 

Mr. Seid urged that water carriers be excluded from the 
bill. Where there was competition between ships and railroads 
and motor transportation, he said, that situation could be han- 
dled by a joint transportation board consisting of an equal 
number of members of the Commission and of the Maritime 
Commission, with an appointed neutral chairman. If the com- 
modities clause were to be amended, Mr. Seid submitted sev- 
eral alternative suggestions for amendment. 

Asked by Chairman Wheeler if the Panama Canal act 
was a good think so far as the public was concerned, Mr. Seid 
said it was—that the Canal should be reserved to independent 
competitive water services. The chairman remarked to the 
effect that railroads owning boat lines could not dominate the 
Canal service under regulation by the Commission. 


Refrigerator Cars 


J. R. Van Arnum, traffic manager of the National League 
of Wholesale Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Distributors, appear- 
ing also for the United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Association, 
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of Chicago, Ill., asked that “refrigerator car companies” be 
inserted in section 2(a) of S. 2009 to subject those companies 
to regulation by the Commission. Refrigerator cars were 
owned for the most part by subsidiaries of railroads and some 
were owned directly by railroads, said the witness, who ex- 
plained that what his clients desired was that the Commission 
have authority to obtain data as to the financial operating 
results of the refrigerator car companies. 

Senators Wheeler, Reed and Truman said they saw no 
reason by the amendment asked by Mr. Van Arnum should 
not be made. 

The witness asked that if revision of the commodities 
clause were undertaken that care be exercised but did not go 
into details because of Chairman Wheeler’s statement which 
was taken to mean this subject would not be covered in the 
committee’s handling of S. 2009. 

With respect to section 22 of the bill, dealing with limita- 
tions of action, Mr. Van Arnum said his people wanted the 
periods kept as high as possible but that he personally thought 
some reduction in time might be made. He proposed that the 
same period be fixed for overcharge and undercharge claims 
and filing of complaints for reparation and said in response 
to a question by Senator Reed that eighteen months probably 
would be a good compromise. 


Commends Express Service 


In a discussion of express service, Mr. Van Arnum said 
the express agency had done what it was contended the rail- 
roads should do—coordinated service. He said he did not see 
now how the express agency could give better service than it 
was giving when Chairman Wheeler suggested that if another 
express agency were established, there might be an improve- 
ment in service. Senator Reed called attention to the fact that 
the express agency faced competition from the government 
parcel post service and expedited freight service of the rail- 
roads and Mr. Van Arnum agreed that it did have that com- 
petition. 

Mr. Van Arnum asked for an amendment making it clear 
that in exercising the minimum and maximum rate power the 
Commission could. not prescribe rates on the basis of those of 
a competing agency. Chairman Wheeler indicated he favored 
writing something like that into the law to allay fears that 
the Commission might make rates on the basis of rail rates. 
As to the rate-making section the witness asked that the clause 
with reference to the effect of rates on traffic be left in the 
law. 


Fears of Bus Operators 


Ivan Bowen, for the National Association of Motor Bus 
Operators, took a position with respect to S. 2009 similar to 
that taken by him before the House committee on the com- 
mittee-of-six bill, H. R. 4862, contending that, so far as motor 
bus operators were concerned, the objectionable features of 
that bill were in S. 2009. He objected to the proposed codifi- 
cation and urged that the present set-up with respect to motor 
bus regulation be not disturbed. He charged in effect there 
was a purpose behind the proposed rewriting of the interstate 
commerce act to have regulation in the interest of the rail- 
roads and to the disadvantage of the motor lines. 

Chairman Wheeler asserted Congress would not pass a 
law to put out of business agencies competitive with the rail- 
roads, but Mr. Bowen insisted that the purpose back of the 
committee-of-six bill was monopoly of transportation by the 
railroads. 


George Harrison, of the railroad labor group, said Mr. 
Bowen, had indicated what was in mind when he characterized 
highway operators as “squatters on the highway.” It was in- 
conceivable, said Chairman Wheeler, that Mr. Harrison had in 
mind what Mr. Bowen said, but the latter interjected he had 
followed the railroads around the country at state legislatures 
and he believed that was what they had in mind. 

Chairman Wheeler indicated he felt Mr. Bowen was unduly 
suspicious, while the witness indicated he was talking from 
experience. 

The chairman urged Mr. Bowen, however, to submit amend- 
ments he believed necessary to protect the interests of his 
clients. That was the way to be helpful to the industry, said 
he. Mr. Bowen indicated a purpose to do that but contended 
that little time had been afforded for such a job. 

Chairman Wheeler said E. M. Reidy, junior assistant chief 
counsel of the Commission, was at work on the comparative 
statement showing the changes made by S. 2009 and in that 
connection paid a high tribute to Mr. Reidy’s knowledge of 
interstate commerce law. 

Objecting to provision in S. 2009 preventing the Commission 
from doing its work through bureaus such as the motor carrier 
bureau, Mr. Bowen said in effect that that was one of the 
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grounds for his suspicion as to what was being attempted. This 
would not be in the interest of the motor industry, he thought. 


Hysteria, Says Wheeler 


Objection was made by Mr. Bowen to making the rate- 
making section applicable to all carriers, contending that the 
section in connection with other provisions could be adminis- 
tered to the advantage of the railroads and to the disadvantage 
of the motor carriers. 

“You people have got a hysteria that somebody is trying 
to slip something over on you,” said Chairman Wheeler, who 
read various provisions brought into question, line by line, and 
said he could not find the basis for suspicion. 

The chairman remarked that the railroads would be pretty 
smart if they could slip something over on everybody, including 
Congress, and Mr. Bowen said they were. 

Chairman Wheeler disagreed, asserting if they were, the 
railroads wouldn’t be in the condition they were in. 

The chairman also asserted that the suspicion was based 
on the assumption that the Commission in administering the 
law was not going to exercise ordinary intelligence and honesty. 

As an illustration of what he had in mind, Mr. Bowen said 
the railroads had $43,000,000 invested in highway transporta- 
tion yet were seeking legislation in the state legislatures that 
would greatly restrict highway operations. He could not 
reconcile such an invesmtent and such activity with a desire to 
see highway transportation a success. He also said the rail- 
roads which ran bus lines generally lost money, though he ex- 
cepted the Union Pacific bus operations, which he said were a 
success because they were run by a bus man—the others were 
not a success because they were run by railroad men. 

Mr. Bowen objected to proposals in the bill providing for 
study by .the Commission of the relative economy and fitness 
of rail carriers, water carriers, and motor carriers for trans- 
portation service with the view of determining the service for 
which each was especially fitted or unfitted and for which its 
use should accordingly be encouraged or discouraged in the 
interest of avoiding wasteful and destructive competition. His 
point was that no public body should have the power to make 
such a determination—whether the public was to use this or 
that form of transportation. Chairman Wheeler took the posi- 
tion that no harm to anyone could come from findings made 
by the Commission as the result of its investigation—that if 
legislation were proposed all would have an opportunity to be 
heard thereon. As to the investigation of subsidies, Mr. Bowen 
thought it would be well to wait until the subsidy report pre- 
pared by Commissioner Eastman had been made public to see 
whether a further investigation was necessary. 


Gilbert R. Johnson, appearing for the Lake Carriers’ Asso- 
ciation, asked for exemption from the law of bulk carriers on 
the lakes of iron ore, coal, grain and limestone. Chairman 
Wheeler pointed out that the bill provided that the Commis- 
sion should exempt carriers not in competition with railroads, 
such as the bulk carriers, and expressed the opinion that the 
bulk carriers were protected adequately by that provision. 
Mr. Johnson, however, argued that the exemption should be 
made by Congress because the facts as to the bulk carriers 
and the railroads were now known. After some discussion 
Chairman Wheeler told Mr. Johnson to go home and tell his 
clients not to be apprehensive—that the committee sympathized 
with him. 


Paul Scharrenberg, of the American Federation of Labor, 
appeared on behalf of the International Longshoremen’s Asso- 
ciation in opposition to regulation of water carriers by the 
Commission. He asked that the present setup with respect to 
water carriers be maintained. 


C. E. Childe, chairman of the transportation committee of 
the Mississippi Valley Association, appeared in opposition to 
regulation by the Commission of port to port rates of water 
carriers, not only on the inland rivers but generally. He said 
he did not think the bill gave protection against the making 
of rates on the rail basis. He was happy that the fourth sec- 
tion had been retained in the bill and likewise gratified that 
the rate-making rule had been retained. He was also glad 
that provisions providing for tolls, for use of waterways and 
abolishing the Inland Waterways Corporation had been omitted 
from the bill. 


Chairman Wheeler said that where he and Mr. Childe dis- 
agreed was that both opposed repeal of the long and short 
haul clause but that he favored regulation of water carriers 
while Mr. Childe did not. It did not seem to him, said the 
senator, that one could oppose the railroads being prevented 
from competing with water carriers and at the same time say 
that water carriers should not be regulated. Mr. Childe, in 
effect, argued that unregulated water transportation was neces- 
sary in the effort to improve the condition of the interior with 
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respect to transportation charges. He said the interior was 
desperately in need of low cost transportation. 


Hood for Short Lines 


Equalization of opportunity for transportation agencies 
would be provided by enactment of S. 2009, J. M. Hood, presi- 
dent of the American Short Line Railroad Association, told the 
committee April 11, and this was a matter about which Congress 
could do something. Other railroad ills, due to failure to adopt 
a good merchandising plan, could not be cured by Congress. 
The highway problem, he believed, was one that had to be dealt 
with by the states. Higher wages in times of reduced revenue 
was suicidal, he said. 

If amendment of the commodities clause as proposed in 
S. 2009, however, were to be seriously considered, Mr. Hood 
said he would show that 135 common carriers by railroad with 
an investment of $570,000,000 would be seriously affected by 
such an amendment. He pointed out instances in which indus- 
tries were interested in short lines and how adversely they 
would be affected if the commodities clause in S.2009 were 
made law. 

Mr. Hood asked that S. 1085, the through routes bill au- 
thorizing the Commission to prescribe through routes and joint 
rates, be incorporated in S. 2009. att 

Senator Reed developed that the short line association 
favored amendment of the railway labor act while there was 
nothing about that in S. 2009 or the committee-of-six bill. 

J. H. Ross, for the Inland Water Petroleum Carriers Asso- 
ciation, urged exemption from the bill of private and contract 
tank vessel carriers of petroleum. Senator Reed pointed out 
that there was a provision in the bill authorizing the Commis- 
sion to exempt such carriers from regulation but the witness 
urged exemption by Congress. 


Regulate Private Car Companies 


Luther M. Walter, appearing for himself, asked that instead 
of subjecting only refrigerator car companies to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Commission as had been proposed by Mr. Van 
Arnum, the words “private car companies” be used to make 
the jurisdiction extend to all private car companies. He 
referred to the Chicago Great Western’s protest against being 
charged 2 cents a mile for refrigerator cars for fruit and vege- 
table shipments and said it was difficult for the Commission 
to find out what it cost to furnish such cars. He thought the 
Commission should have jurisdiction over all private cars no 
matter who owned them. He said what he proposed would 
make common carriers out of the private car companies. 

The power of the rich roads in the Association of American 
Railroads had prevented a reduction in the two-cent charge for 
refrigerator cars, said he. 

Senator Reed asked if it were not a fact that the A. A. R. 
was dominated by a lot of rich roads seeking to preserve to 
themselves advantages they had gained over a period of years 
and Mr. Walter said it was. 


Routes and Rates 


Mr. Walter urged an amendment to section 4(4) of S. 2009 
giving the Commission authority to require the establishment 
of reasonable through routes and joint rates by all classes of 
carriers—rail, highway and motor. He would have it made the 
duty of carriers to establish such routes and rates and then 
give the Commission power to require the establishment of them 
if the carriers did not do so themselves. 

In this connection he related the situation growing out of 
the adoption by the A. A. R. of the resolution against the 
making of through routes or joint rates by railroads with motor 
carriers which would result in invasion of the territory of 
another railroad as to which he went into detail in his recent 
appearance before the House committee on interstate and for- 
eign commerce (see Traffic World, March 25, p. 655). 


Mr. Walter pointed out that S. 2009 did not provide for 
compulsory pooling by the Commission as did the Lea bill, H. R. 
2531. He related his efforts to have increase granted by the 
Commission in general rate cases treated in such a way as 
to aid the weak roads and urged that the Commission should 
have power to require a distribution of revenues in the interest 
of maintaining a national transportation system. The Supreme 
Court in the New England divisions case, he contended, had 
clearly shown that such power would be constitutional. He 
said the I. C. C. should be authorized to change divisions to 
take care of the needy roads. In discussion of this question 
reference was made to the A. A. R. and Mr. Walter remarked 
he did not wish to be unduly critical of it but Senator Reed 
said if anyone asked him he (the senator) was “pretty critical 
of the A. A. R.” 

Mr. Walter submitted amendments to the railway labor 
act to provide for permanent referees to sit in railroad adjust- 
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ment board cases, to provide for the making of a record and 
the swearing of witnesses in proceedings before that board, and 
to provide for judicial review of decisions of the board. These 
amendments were proposed by him before the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce recently. No other law, 
said he, provided for the taking of money from one and giving 
it to another without the right of judicial review. He did not 
urge at this time an amendment providing for determination 
of whether railroad working rules and conditions were just 
and reasonable but said there ought to be such an amendment 
to the law. In conclusion he told Chairman Wheeler he thought 
he had done a good job in S. 2009, in the main. 


Ashburn For Regulation 

Major General Ashburn, retired, president of the Inland 
Waterways Corporation, appeared in support of S. 2009. It 
had been testified, said Chairman Wheeler, that if the bill were 
passed it would put the water carriers out of business. He 
asked General Ashburn if he had such a fear, and the General 
said he did not. He said the water carriers should be regulated. 
He thought the rate-making section was good. Chairman 
Wheeler said he had been told that some water carriers would 
rather see the fourth section repealed than see S. 2009 passed 
and asked the General what he thought of that. The latter said 
repeal of the fourth section would destroy water traffic and 
make the railroads a perfect czar in the making of rates, with 
power to make any section of the country prosperous at the 
expense of any other section. The situation, he thought, would 
be as bad as it was before the interstate commerce act was 
passed. 

This view was disputed by Senator Reed on the ground that 
even if the fourth section were repealed—which he said he did 
not favor—the Commission would retain control of rates under 
the first three sections of the interstate commerce act. 

The question was discussed as to who obtained the benefit of 
lower water rates, Chairman Wheeler and Senator Reed adher- 
ing to the view, generally speaking, that the ultimate consumer 
or the farmer did not get the benefit. General Ashburn read 
a letter in support of an assertion that farmers near water 
terminals obtained 4 cents a bushel more for their grain be- 
cause of water service. In any event, General Ashburn indi- 
cated in the discussion, somebody got the benefit, and he 
believed the farmer benefited by the fact that the purchaser 
of his grain was enabled by low water rates to sell in foreign 
markets in competition with other grain and thus purchasers 
were provided for his grain whereas that might not be the case 
if the water rates were not available. 

Senator Reed insisted the farmer in Kansas did not benefit 
by the water rates and asserted that his resolution calling for 
discontinuance of the government barge line operations had 
brought more favorable response than any proposal he had 
put forward in his official life. Ninety-five per cent of the 
people of Kansas, as indicated by responses, were in favor of 
the resolution, said he. 

Senator Reed thought the improvement of the Missouri 
River for navigation was not justified. 

W. C. McClure, secretary of the Camden, Ark., Chamber of 
Commerce, appeared in opposition to regulation of port-to-port 
river rates. 

Chairman Wheeler thought that in view of the vast expendi- 
tures of public funds on the waterways the least the carriers 
on them could say was that they were in favor of regulation 
on a fair and reasonable basis. 

John J. Burns, for the American Merchant Marine Institute, 
opposed regulation of water carriers by the Commission. Chair- 
man Wheeler read from a communication to the effect that 
several coastwise and intercoastal lines, including the American- 
Hawaiian, Luckenbach, Eastern and Merchants & Miners, were 
in favor of the bill. 

Chairman Wheeler did not believe it was good public policy 
to have the Maritime Commission operating ships, paying sub- 
sidies and regulating carriers at the same time. The shipping 
business, he believed, would be much better off if it were 
regulated by a separate agency. He believed a scandal to be 
inevitable under the present setup. 

Shipping men had told him privately, he said, they favored 
his bill but did not dare to support it publicly because they were 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Maritime Commission. 

Theodore Brent appeared in opposition to the water carrier 
regulation provisions of the bill. 

Chairman Wheeler assured representatives of pipe line and 
water lines that such carriers would be eliminated from the 
commodities clause. With that assurance several prospective 
witnesses left the hearing room. 


Herman Mueller 


Herman Mueller, secretary and general manager of the 
Port Authority of St. Paul, Minn., on behalf of upper Missis- 


oe 
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sippi River groups, opposed S. 2009 on the ground there were 
no conditions that made necessary in the public interest regu- 
lation of water carriers as proposed. 

The people did get the benefit of water transportation, said 
Mr. Mueller, referring to assertions that they did not. The 
surface in that respect had not yet been scratched, said he, 
adding that when adequate facilities had been created so that 
private capital would engage extensively in the transportation 
business on the waterways, the people would get real savings. 
No restrictive regulatory measures were desired to interfere 
with the obtaining of those savings, said he. 

On the upper Mississippi, said he, there had been no de- 
pendable navigation thus far, there having been only two sea- 
sons since 1927, as he recalled, when thre was not serious in- 
terference with service because of channel conditions. 


When Senator Reed said Mr. Mueller was appearing as a 
special pleader of water transportation, the witness said that 
that was not the fact—that he was appearing in the interest 
of obtaining transportation at a cost the people could afford 
to pay. He also disagreed with the senator’s view that the 
railroads paid for their roadbeds and by taxes supported the 
waterways, that the highway carriers contributed a substan- 
tial sum toward the cost of the highways but that the water- 
way carriers contributed nothing, Mr. Mueller contending that 
the waterway carriers did make a contribution in the form 
of cheap transportation to the people. 

Mr. Mueller contended that, under S. 2009, the Commis- 
sion could not except from regulation carriers on the Great 
Lakes as had been contended. His point was that every pound 
of freight carried on the Great Lakes was in competition with 
rail transportation and that there could not be exemption on 
the ground there was no competition. 

Senator Minton, of Indiana, inquired whether the public 
should not have an agency to see whether the public was 
getting the benefit of low rates by water. Mr. Mueller said 
the force of competition was the best regulator of water trans- 
portation. Regulation, he said, had always increased the cost 
of transportation and said that that had been proved true with 
the trucks. 


Private Line for Regulation 


Harry C. Ames, on behalf of the Mississippi Valley Bdr 
Line Company, a privately owned and operated water cafyi 
on the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers, said the company fa d 
constructive regulation of water carriage and regarded Ss 
its only salvation against destructive competitive pract{tts 
which appeared from time to time. ; 


=" 
“I want to say further,” said he, “that we disagree wih 


the notion that there is any advantage to a water carrier, ange 


more particularly to a common carrier by water, from the fa 


that it is beyond the scope of regulation. As a matter of fact; athe 


we have found, on the contrary, that the absence of such 
regulation is a decided handicap.” 


He said if the barge line appeared before the Commission 
in opposition to a reduced rate made by the railroads to meet 
or defeat the water line’s competition, the rail carriers always 
made the point that the Commission should not establish a 
minimum for them while the barge line was free from regula- 
tion. He believed such position taken by the rail lines had 
appealed to the Commission and he did not blame it. If both 
carriers were under regulation, he said, a minimum rate could 
be established for both and a proper competitive equilibrium 
would be established. ‘ 

With Congress undertaking to provide for regulation of 
rail and water carriers, Mr. Ames said it should be very par- 
ticular to write into the law provisions which would protect 
all carriers, rail and water, from the evils of destructive com- 
petition. To that end he suggested amendments which he 
said were offered more for clarification than otherwise. 


Protests “Added Traffic’ Rates 


Mr. Ames recommended that the term “reasonably com- 
pensatory” as used in section 50 of S. 2009—the fourth section 
of the interstate commerce act as revised in the bill—be de- 
fined and elaborated so as to make it unlawful for rail carriers 
to establish rates on what was known as the “added traffic” 
or “out-of-pocket” theory. He urged inclusion of a provision 
that “where a reduction in a rate or rates is proposed by one 
type of carrier in competition with the rate or rates of another 
type of carrier, the Commission shall require a showing that 
the rate or rates so reduced would be proper and lawful as 
part of the going rate structure of the carrier proposing it or 
them and not merely on the theory that the reduced basis of 
charge is to apply on added traffic or is designed to cover only 
the out-of-pocket cost of transportation.” : 

“T cannot overemphasize the importance of this situation 
to our operation,” said he. 

In the depression period, said he, the Commission began 
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to be much more liberal in allowing rail carriers, particularly 
under fourth section applications, to publish rates on the 
“added traffic’ theory. In any event, he did not think there 
could be any valid objection to a definite prohibition in the 


statute against the making of such rates. Continuing, Mr. 
Ames said, in part: 


An ‘‘added traffic’’ rate is one which is primarily designed to cover 
only the inconsequential cost involved in adding traffic to an already 
moving train. While different theories have been advanced as to how 
much cost should be assigned to such traffic the argument generally 
made is that it should only be charged with the so-called ‘‘out-of-pocket 
expense’ and, generally speaking, that expense is regarded to be about 
half of the normal expense. 

In No. 26712, which is a general investigation on the question of 
rail-and-barge rates, studies were introduced to show that the full op- 
erating expense of a railroad is only about 70 per cent of its entire 
expense load, the balance of 30 per cent being made up by fixed charges 
and the like. So if we start with a full expense figure of 70 per cent 
and cut that in half on the ‘out-of-pocket cost’’ theory it follows that 
the competitive rates established by the railroads on that theory con- 
stitute only 35 per cent of the full expense load, including fixed charges 
and return on investment. 

No water line can hope to attract traffic against rail competition on 
a parity of rates. It must have a differential under the rail rate. 
Moreover, the rate maintained by the barge line between its ports must 
be its full rate. That is to say, it must cover ali of its costs of opera- 
tion and its return on investment. From these figures it is readily 
apparent, therefore, that in order to compete with an ‘‘added traffic’ 
rate of a railroad then the 100 per cent rate of the barge line must be 
lower than the 35 per cent rate of the railroad. Obviously if water lines 
must compete on any such basis their continued extistence is in dis- 
tinct jeopardy. 

Another proposition which makes this kind of rate making wholly 
unfair to a water carrier is that after the railroad makes this 35 per 
cent rate, so to speak, on traffic competitive with the barge line, it has 
a vast reservoir of traffic not competitive with the barge line upon 
which it may draw for the revenue lost by the competitive rate. The 
barge line, however, has no such reservoir. ... 

So we earnestly pray that in restating section 4 of the interstate 
commerce act in Section 50 of this act that you amplify the words 
‘reasonably compensatory”’ as we suggest. 


- i 
SX ~ Interchange and Discrimination 
The t.amendment or clarification that I wish to suggest to the 
Fhmitte ,to do with paragraph (3) of section 3 under the present 
a hich 


Omitted from section 3 of the new act but is carried over 
a estgted differently as paragraph (12) of section 10 of the new act. 
e hew ragraph (3) of section 3 will be found at page 40, lines 
lusi) of S. 2009. 

all, Jet me explain to the committee the interest of water 
he sent paragraph (3) of section 3. Without quoting 
in’Tull, it may be stated that it now commands rail car- 
ish{Peasonable, proper and equal facilities for the inter- 
e tet 5 with connecting lines and prohibits discrimination in 






att f such interchanges. 


xy As no nstrued, this paragraph prohibits discrimination by rail 
‘ar oa ag. pst connecting water lines, as well as against connecting 
rae S. 4 

APrastatcl in paragraph (12) of section 10 it is made entirely a rail- 
road proposition. That is to say, under the paragraph as now con- 
tained in this act no water carrier could complain of discrimination by 
a rail carrier in the matter of interchanging freight. I say this because 
whereas the present paragraph (3) of section 3 covers all connecting 
lines, including water lines, and has been so construed by the..Com- 
mission, the restated paragraph (12) of section 10 merely commands 
the rail lines to afford reasonable, proper and equal facilities for the 
interchange of property with connection lines of railroad. 

To illustrate very forcibly the effect of the present section 3 upon 
water carriage, I call your attention to the fact that in its very first 
decision compelling the railroads to join the Federal Barge Lime in 
through routes and joint rates, the Commission found it necessary to 
resort to paragraph (3) of section 3 as its sole authority for ordering 
the establishment of such rates. That came about in this manner. 

You will recall that section 15 (3) which gives the Commission 
power to compel the establishment of through routes and joint rates 
between rail carriers and water carriers, now contains a provision that 
in case one of the carriers to such through route is a water carrier the 
Commission has power only to prescribe the maximum rate to be ap- 
plied over the through route. . 


When the Federal Barge Line came to the Commission for an order 
compelling the railroads to join with it in through routes one of the 
defenses made by the railroads was that many of the rates as to. which 
the Federal sought to be a party were depressed below maximum rates 
and that inasmuch as the power of the Commission to compel joint rail- 
and-water rates was limited to maximum rates it had no power to com- 
pel the rail carriers to join with the Federal in any rate that was not 
a maximum rate. 

The Commission in its report said that the record did not justify 
a finding that every joint rate sought by the Federal Barge Line would 
be a maximum rate but it refused to regard itself as stymied by that 
situation. 

Instead, it turned over to the provisions of paragraph (3) of sec- 
tion 3 and said that if the rail lines refused to join the Federal in 
through routes and joint rates they might be discriminating under the 
provisions of that section. Finding the discrimination, the Commission 
said that in removing it it had the power to require the rail carriers 
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to join with the Federal and even went so far as to require them to 
join with the Federal on rates made differentially lower than the all- 
rail rates. Thus it will be seen that with this section changed entirely 
to a railroad section the water lines lose a great deal of the protection 
which they now enjoy. 


Denison Act Dropped 


The protection given by section 3 paragraph (3) (or its companion 
paragraph (12) of section 10) is highly important to the water lines 
because in framing S. 2009 you have in effect repealed the Denison act. 


The latter act, as you know, was written into the interstate com-- 


merce act as paragraph (e) of the Inland Waterways Corporation act 
and in it the Commission was empowered to require rail carriers to 
join water carriers in through routes and was also empowered to es- 
tablish minimum differentials in connection wtih such rail-and-water 
routes. The Denison act as originally framed was an expediting act 
and while it is true that its expediting provisions were largely dissi- 
pated by the decision of the court in the American Barge Line Case, it 
is equally true that its provisions as a standard act without the expe- 
diting phases, are still a part of the fundamental law. 

If we lose the Denison act and also lose paragraph (3) of section 3 
we are left only with the provisions of section 27 paragraph (1), which 
merely provides that the Commission has power to compel establishment 
of joint rates and through routes as between rail carriers and water 


carriers ‘‘and the terms and conditions under which such through 
routes shall be operated.”’ 


While the latter clause might be construed so as to give the Com- 
mission power to require a differential in a rail-and-water route under 
the all-rail route, I do not see why there should be any objection to 
freeing the statute from all doubt. To that end I would suggest that 
on line 6, page 96 of the printed copy of S. 2009 after the word ‘‘op- 
erated’’ there should be inserted a semicolon and the following lan- 
guage: 

‘“‘and in the case of a through route where one of the carriers is a 


water carrier, the minimum differential which should apply in con- 
nection with such route.’’ 


That is merely a restatement of the same language in the Denison 
act and does not change, but certainly clarifies, the existing law for 
purposes of restatement in S. 2009. 


Suspension of Initial Rates 


Mr. Ames also urged that a provision be inserted exempt- 
ing from the suspension power initial publication of tariffs by 
water lines brought under regulation. He pointed out this was 
done in the motor carrier act. He favored the Commission hav- 
ing the suspension power over water rates but not as to the 
initial rates which would be required to be filed when the 
new act became effective. 

As a codification of existing law and a restatement of pow- 
ers and added powers, said Mr. Ames, S. 2009 was an admirable 


document—that it was a magnificent example of codification and 
restatement. 


Reginald G. Narelle, president of the New York Marine 
Company, New York, much preferred to have regulation of 
water carriers by the Maritime Commission—he said he was 
a die-hard on that subject—but as it seemed to be that Con- 
gress intended to enact water carrier legislation as proposed 
he hoped clarifications would be made so as to meet conditions 
faced by the water carriers. He indicated he was in agreement 
with the amendments proposed by Mr. Ames. He explained he 
had been in favor of regulation of water carriers heretofore as 
a matter of principle. 


Benjamin C. March, executive secretary of the People’s 
Lobby, Inc., made a statement in favor of government owner- 
ship and operation. 


House Subcommittee Named 


Appointment of the subcommittee of the House committee 
on interstate and foreign commerce which will write the pro- 
posed transportation act for the whole committee was an- 
nounced April 12. It is composed of Chairman Lea, chairman; 
and Representatives Crosser, Ohio; Bulwinkle, of North Caro- 
lina; Cole, of Maryland; Wolverton, of New Jersey; Holmes, of 
Massachusetts, and Halleck, of Indiana. 

Reasons why the American Merchant Marine Institute op- 
posed I. C. C. regulation of water carriers were set forth in 
detail in a brief filed with the Senate committee by Mr. Burns. 
It was asserted that S. 2009 was designed primarily for the 
regulation and assistance of the railroads. 

“Assuming that it is sound public policy to regulate com- 
petition among land carriers no reason appears for regulation 
as between land and water carriers,” it was stated in the brief. 
“Except in minor instances there is no competition between 
these vastly different forms of transportation and if need for 
regulation exists it is for regulation among water carriers and 
by a body educated by experience to a realization of its needs 
and sympathetic with its problems. Any attempt to subject 
land and water carriers to similar regulation will penalize the 
water carriers without corresponding benefit to the railroads 
and in the end will result only in increased cost to the shippers 
and consumers of products which move by water. . . . The 
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fact that the bill has been entrusted to the I. C. C. for admin- 
istration is further evidence that aid to railroads is its primary 
purpose, for the Commission for more than fifty years has been 
identified solely with regulation of railroads. Entirely 
apart from the philosophy which it would bring to the regula- 
tion of water carriers, the I. C. C. and its staff lacks the spe- 
cialized background and experience necessary for the regula- 
tion of shipping.” 


Commissioner Eastman 


In a statement to newspapermen Chairman Lea of the 
House committee reiterated what he said at the close of the 
hearings by his committee that he would not press for action 
on the I. C. C. reorganization provisions in his bill. 

Commissioner Eastman appeared before the Senate com- 
mittee April 13 on S. 2009. He referred to the Commission’s 
report submitted to the House committee (see Traffic World, 
March 25, p. 657). He said that in response to a request from 
Chairman Wheeler the Commission was preparing a report on 
S. 2009 but that it was an arduous job and had not been 
completed. 

In pointing out that the Commission favored regulation of 
water carriers by it the commissioner said he had discovered 
the other day that the Commission in 1888 in its second annual 
report had recommended that water carriers be brought under 
the same regulation as the rail carriers, expressing the opinion 
this would be to the advantage of the water carriers. In view 
of what happened to the water carriers thereafter Mr. Eastman 


- thought it to be true that the water carriers would have bene- 


fited by regulation. No recommendation for regulation of 
water carriers by it had been made in the last report of the 
Commission, said he, because Congress had repealed the pro- 
vision in the merchant marine act giving the President power 
to transfer to the Commission the regulatory duties of the 
Maritime Commission and had thus indicated its policy on that 
subject, but Chairman Wheeler said the policy of Congress 
changed from session to session and the commissioner agreed. 

Chairman Wheeler again voiced objection to the Maritime 
Commission having promotional and regulatory duties. As a 
general proposition Mr. Eastman agreed with that view but 
said he did not know as to the promotional duties applying to 
domestic water carriers. The chairman said the water com- 
mission could shift boats to the intercoastal trade. 

The senator asked as to the fear that if the Commission 
regulated water rates such rates would be brought up to the 
rail rates and the water lines put out of business. The commis- 
sioner said in effect that similar fears had been expressed as 
to motor rates before they were regulated but that under the 
declaration of policy in the motor carrier act the Commission 
had not regulated motor carriers for the benefit of the railroads. 
If a similar provision were put in the water carrier provisions 
of the proposed law he believed the Commission would carry 
them out faithfully. Such benefit as railroads might obtain 
from regulation of water carriers, he indicated, would result 
from stabilization of the water carrier situation, but this 
would not constitute an important item of railroad relief. 

Mr. Eastman said he had proposed as an alternative to 
complete regulation of water carriers by the Commission at 
this time that Congress transfer the existing power of the Mari- 
time Commission with respect to regulation of domestic car- 
riers by water to the Commission and give the Commission 
added power to require all water carriers to file information to 
the end that the Commission might obtain a complete picture 
of the situation as a basis for recommendation for further 
regulation. Another suggestion was that the authority of the 
Maritime Commission be enlarged to cover the gaps now 
existing in water carrier regulation, the Commission having 
taken the position that that would be preferable to no further 
action. 

Chairman Wheeler asked about including in the investiga- 
tion of transportation undue discrimination against the south 
and west. Mr. Eastman said such a study did not seem to him 
to be necessary as the Commission could deal with that sit- 
uation now if there were violations of the law. He said the 
Commission of course would make an investigation if asked 
by Congress to do so. 


Subsidy Reports 


The commissioner told the committee about his Coordi- 
nator reports on the subsidy question. The report on the rail- 
roads was completed, the report on the waterways was being 
printed and the highway report was complete, except for a 
couple of chapters and the air report was not yet completed. 
He wished to have a first volume summarizing all the reports, 
he said, and wished to issue the reports together with the 
summary. These reports would not settle the subsidy contro- 
versy, he said, but would provide valuable data not hitherto 
available. As to the question of what carrying charge should 
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be fixed on the government’s investment in the waterways and 
maintenance costs, he said it was contended that when a water- 
way was constructed and rail rates were reduced to meet the 
competition created thereby traffic went to the railroads and 
the public obtained the benefit of the reduced rates thus brought 
about. It was contended, he said, that the diverted traffic 
should be taken into consideration in making charges against 
the waterways and not simply the traffic that was moving on 
the waterways. 

In a discussion of pipe lines, Commissioner Eastman said 
he knew little about the subject, but that he guessed it would 
be very difficult to effect a divorce of pipe lines from industry 
control. Senator Schwartz, of Wyoming, did not think any 


good would be accomplished by such divorce but that harm 
would be done. 


Commissioner Eastman explained the Commission was op- 
posed to provisions directing it to assign its work according 
to the nature of the work and not according to the kind of 
transportation. Senator Wheeler said he was not clear as to 
what should be done as to that. In that connection the com- 
missioner defended the setup under which the Commission ad- 
ministers the motor act through division 5 and the Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, subject to the control of the entire Commission. 

Senator Shipstead asked as to Mr. Ames’ assertion that 
S. 2009 dropped the Denison act out of the law. Mr. Eastman 
said he would study that matter. 


Opposes Codification 


Mr. Eastman opposed the codification proposed in S. 2009, 
contending that the existing law had been changed materially 
in a number of respects and raising question as to applying 
railroad provisions of the interstate commerce act to motor 
carriers. Every major object of the bill could be accomplished 
easily without codification, he said. If there was need for 
codification, said he, the work should be done by a public 
body whose report showing changes would be available for 
study before changes in the law were taken up. Enactment 
of S. 2009 would not benefit the railroads, but would be vex- 
atious to the motor carriers without any real gain, he said. 

Chairman Wheeler remarked to the effect that Congress 
would decide that question and the commissioner said in effect 
that he so understood but that he was giving his views on the 
proposed legislation. The senator indicated that the codifica- 
tion idea came from the President’s committee of six and 
that he proposed to submit it to Congress. Senator Reed did 
not think it good policy to undertake codification at this time. 

Commissioner Eastman pointed out that, under the. bill, 
express company line-haul motor service would not be sub- 
ject to regulation under the motor carrier provisions. 

“Well, we’ll put them in,” said Chairman Wheeler. 

The commissioner said; under the wording in the bill any 
common carrier carrying packages would be exempt. 


Proposal to apply the fourth section to motor carriers 
was another matter discussed by Mr. Eastman. He did not 
think it wise to apply that section to such carriers at this time. 
No shipper had demanded that such application be made, said 
he. He believed application of the section would impose a 
great burden on motor carriers and on the Commission and 
that it was not necessary at this time. 


The Commissioner agréed with Chairman Wheeler when he 
remarked to the effect that perhaps the railroads had proposed 
extension of the fourth section to motor carriers because they 
felt if it were extended there would be a better chance of 
obtaining repeal of the section. 


Mr. Eastman also raised question about applying the repa- 
ration provisions of the interstate commerce act to motor car- 
riers. The Commission had not decided a single case thus far 
as to motor rates being unreasonably high, said he. Over- 
charges could be recovered in court, he said. He thought ac- 
tivity of those who prosecute claims against carriers might 
be stimulated if the reparation provisions were extended to 
motor carriers, but Chairman Wheeler thought not much would 
be obtained from highway carriers. Mr. Eastman said he 
would not think so. He said there was no strong shipper 
demand for such legislation. Extending the provisions giving 
the shipper right to route to motor carriers also was not needed, 
said Mr. Eastman. He saw no need for extending to motor 
carrier unifications the provisions designed to protect railroad 
employes in unifications. He also thought that applying the 
rate-making rule to all carriers made it obscure. Testimony 
along this line was given by the commissioner in support of 
his opposition to the proposed codification about which he in- 
dicated he felt rather keenly. On the other hand, Chairman 
Wheeler indicated he was going to have a codified bill reported 
if he could. 

The comparative print of S. 2009 and the present law, 
with changes in present law summarized, has been made avail- 
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able by the Senate committee. The distribution, it was said, 
would be limited. The document consists of 192 pages and is 
nineteen by eleven inches. 


NO SPECIAL COURT 


Characterizing provisions in the proposal now before the 
United States Senate to create a special court to handle rail- 
road reorganizations as utterly unfair from the public interest 
point of view, Donald D. Conn, executive vice-president, Trans- 
portation Association of America, told the joint luncheon of 
the Pontiac Chamber of Commerce and Service Clubs at Pon- 
tiac, Mich., April 11, that “minority groups were seeking to 
establish a new order of things in the transportation industry 
at the expense of the shippers, the stockholders, and the in- 
vestors. 

“There is an inherent danger,” said he, “in a public policy 
which seeks to satisfy the self-interest of minorities by estab- 
lishing new instruments and designs of regulation when they 
are conceived further to centralize power in Washington. 

“The cornerstone around which the Transportation Asso- 
ciation of America has been constructed recognizes the pri- 
mary requirement of the industry’s relationship to government 
that all forms of commercial transportation should be regu- 
lated, in equal measure, by a single federal tribunal. If the 
Commission is not properly administered, then the solution 
lies in reorganization of the Commission—not in the creation 
of new boards and bureaus that might themselves be subject 
to inefficient administration. 

“It would be just as consistent to provide a special court 
for the farmer, for industry, and others. If we sanction or 
permit it for railroads, we should be willing to entertain the 
same legislation for ourselves. Have we so lost our confidence 
in America that we now say to over a million and a half 
stockholders: ‘We will legislate your savings out of existence 
by scaling down capitalization to the earning power of the 
railroads during six depression years’ ?” 

His specific objections to a special court, regardless of the 
locality provisions of the present bill, were as follows: 


1. The Commerce Court and other special tribunals have never 
worked satisfactorily in this country. Any such special tribunal con- 
stituted for a particular purpose is bound to be influenced by the policy 
which dictated its creation and the inevitable tendency is for such a 
tribunal to carry out that policy without due consideration of legal 
rights. 

2. Such a special court would be located at the seat of government 
in Washington as just another federal bureau and far away from the 
railroad properties with which it would deal. Fundamentally, in Anglo- 
Saxon justice, the courts should sit and be a part of the communities 
affected by their judgment. 

3. The regular federal courts, with their traditions, experience, and 
precedents constitute a bulwark for protection of the rights of.all citi- 
zens. Such courts handle all cases under well-understood principles of 
law and are trained to apply justice, uninfluenced by political policy. 

4. Railroad reorganizations involve the rights and interests of so 
many citizens who cannot take part in the proceedings and who cannot 
know the details that their only protection is the broad experience and 
sound judgment of a regularly established court. 

5. Investors generally have come to rely on the courts and are en- 
titled to have the law enforced according to the decisions of the courts. 
The creation of a special court and transfer to it of railroad reorgan- 
izations would tend to discourage investment in railroad securities. 

6. While there have been delays in reorganizations, the trouble is 
not with the courts, but with the law. The way to expedite reorganiza- 
tions is to correct the law and procedure rather than transfer the work 
to some new court. 

7. One thing that has prevented reorganizations in recent years is 
the fact that the railroads in reorganization did not have sufficient net 
income on which to work out any reasonable capital structure and 
until there is increased earning power, no changing of the tribunal 
before which the proceeding is pending will supply that need. 


RAIL EMPLOYMENT 


Employes of Class I steam railways, excluding switching 
and terminal companies, at the middle of March, 1939, totaled 
947,862, an increase of 2.17 per cent compared with March, 
1938, and an increase of .62 per cent compared with February, 
1939, according to a compilation made by the Commission’s 
Bureau of Statistics. Statistics of the various classes of em- 
ployes for the respective periods follow: 

Executives, officials, and staff assistants, 11,740, a de- 
crease of 3.64 per cent, and an increase of .11 per cent; pro- 
pessional, clerical, and general, 161,125, a decrease of 3.41 
per cent, and an increase of .06 per cent; maintenance of way 
and structures, 176,297, an increase of 5.26 per cent, and an 
increase of 2.27 per cent; maintenance of equipment and stores, 
259,385, an increase of 7.25 per cent, and an increase of .95 
per cent; transportation (other than train, engine, and yard), 
123,063, a decrease of 1.07 per cent, and an increase of .20 
per cent; transportation (yardmasters, switchtenders, and 
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hostlers), 11,926, a decrease of 3.32 per cent, and a decrease 
of 1.14 per cent; and transportation (train and engine service), 
204,326, an increase of .82 per cent, and a decrease of .34 per 
cent. 


RAIL PROBLEM ON AIR 


“How Can We Solve the Railroad Problem?” was the 
subject on the program of “America’s Town Meeting of the 
Air” the night of April 13 in New York City. 

John J. Pelley, president of the Association of American 
Railroads, said the trouble with the railroads was they did 
not take in enough money and that this fact was due in the 
main to the loss of revenue caused by the unequaled competi- 
tion of other forms of transportation. 

“So long as present inequalities in the treatment of our 
different forms of transportation exist, we shall continue to 
have a railroad problem,” said he. ‘The railroads furnish our 
essential transportation service, and they do it efficiently and 
economically, but no amount of efficiency can successfully meet 
competition which is publicly subsidized and unequally regu- 
lated.” 

The problem would be solved only by putting into effect 
a sound public policy applying to all forms of transportation 
alike, giving every sort of transportation equal treatment and 
an equal chance to do business and to meet competition on 
equal terms, said he. 


Mr. Pelley said the railroad problem was not caused by 
poor service, by excessive rates, by excessive capitalization, by 
an increasing burden of debt nor to over expansion of railroad 
plant, or failure to coordinate their operations or to consolidate 
their properties. He spoke of public expenditures for improve- 
ment of waterways, highways and airways, charging that this 
resulted in subsidized competition. 

Chairman Wheeler, of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee, spoke of waste of various kinds in railroad opera- 
tions and said Congress must enact legislation which would 
in:some measure prevent the recurrence of such wastes. He 
said there had been far too much banker control of railroads. 
He referred to his holding company bill and other bills he had 
introduced which he said he expected would shortly be re- 
ported to the Senate for passage. 


The Commission, said he, should have jurisdiction over the 
bulk flow of goods in interstate commerce and he believed there 
should be coordinated regulation of all forms of transportation. 
He said abuses had crept into rate making policies of carriers 
which should be corrected by management but which they 
seemed unwilling or incapable of correcting. 


As to the sectional rate complaints, he said there was ample 
evidence that would seem to make out a prima facie case. He 
believed that the whole rate structure should be studied by 
an impartial body and that likewise a study should be made 
of whether competing forms of transportation are subsidized 
and to the extent to which subsidy exists if any. The senator 
said the railroads were a mass production industry and the 
railroads must realize that if transportation were cheapened 
it would mean more travel, greater consumption, more work 
for the unemployed, on the farm, in the factory, and on the 
railroad. The senator referred to S. 2009 and the hearings that 
were being conducted on that measure. Not all phases of the 
rail problem were subject to Congressional action, said he. 
Ever mounting state taxes on railroad property which was 
often not only unprofitable but an actual liability but whose 
operation was compelled by a state commission constituted a 
real drain on rail revenues, said he. While this was outside 
the scope of Congress he hoped the states would give it serious 
consideration, said he. He said the President and Congress 
realized the gravity of the railroad problem and would spare 
no effort in attaining its solution. 

Commissioner Eastman said the railroads were financially 
sick, due, first, to the depression and, next, to competition of 
other carriers. For the moment, he said, railroad management 
had got in bad with railroad labor because he imagined man- 
agement felt labor had more political power than it had. They 
agreed that the railroads suffered from unfair competition. In 
principle, he agreed with them but they exaggerated the facts 
and the relief to be expected. It was wholly wrong, he thought, 
to make it harder for railroad competitors to do business. Both 
management and labor had been blind, he said. Management 
had glued its eyes to higher rates, while labor had sought 
artificially to have two jobs where one was enough and often 
it lost the one job. Railroads had, of later, shown new enter- 
prise but there was plenty of opportunity left to improve con- 
ditions. The railroads could not afford the slightest extrava- 
gance. 


Senator Wheeler, answering a question as to establishing 
a six-hour day and a five-day week said that, without a tre- 
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mendous increase in business, that would put all railroads in 
bankruptcy. 

In answer to another question on government ownership the 
Senator said there was a time when he looked with favor on 
that but his experience in Washington with government depart- 
ments made him question whether any government operation 
was efficient. 


CHAMBER OF COMMERCE MEETING 


The transportation round table of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the United States, at the annual meeting in Wash- 
ington May 1 to 4, will take up the question of a program for 
railroad legislation from the point of view of the railroads, 
the shipper, the investor and also competing forms of trans- 
portation, according to an announcement by the chamber. 
Arthur M. Hill, president of the Atlantic Greyhound Corpora- 
tion, Charleston, W. Va., will preside and the leaders of the 
discussion will include a railroad leader; W. H. Day, manager, 
transportation bureau, Boston, Mass., Chamber of Commerce; 
Leslie Craven, New York, and David H. Howie, vice-president 
of the Fiduciary Trust Co., Boston. 


SECTIONAL RATE COMPLAINTS 


The Hill subcommittee of the Senate interstate commerce 
committee has approved the joint resolution introduced by Sen- 
ator Hill, S. J. Res. 99, providing for investigation of sectional 
rate complaints by the Commission and amendment of section 
3 (1) of the interstate commerce act (see Traffic World, 
March 25, p. 668). It is understood the subcommittee will seek 
to have the provisions of the resolution included in S. 2009 as 
it will be recommended by the interstate commerce committee. 
The Ohio Public Utilities Commission, by Chairman George 
McConnaughey, has written Ohio members of Congress to 
oppose enactment of the sectional rate complaint bills. 


REVENUE TRAFFIC STATISTICS 


The Commission has issued its statement, No. M-220, show- 
ing revenue traffic statistics of Class I steam railroads in the 
United States, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, 
for January, 1939 and 1938, prepared by its Bureau of Statis- 
tics. 

Freight revenue totaled $246,496,063 as compared with 
$218,021,659 in January last year, and passenger revenue totaled 
$34,748,910 as compared with $37,410,356 in January, 1938. 
Revenue tons carried in January totaled 120,228,888 as against 
109,268,311 tons in January, 1938. 


N. Y. SHIPPERS’ CONFERENCE 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


The Shippers’ Conference of Greater New York, after lis- 
tening to an analysis of the Wheeler bill, S-2009, submitted by 
its legislative committee at its meeting April 12, adopted 
resolutions setting forth its stand. 

The report pointed out that the bill “fails to provide 
measurable relief from certain burdens and restrictions affect- 
ing the railroads.” No legislation has been introduced to 
relieve railroads of the expense in excess of net benefits to 
— for the elimination of railroad grade crossings,” it was 
said. 

“It is evident that there are many meritorious features of 
the bill that warrant support of the shipping public, but the 
remedies proposed are of a long-range character not likely to 
give immediate relief. 

“The Shippers’ Conference, as an organization, would ap- 
pear to be opposed very definitely to any policy which has for 
its object controlling the supply of transportation by adminis- 
tering artificial stimulants to any instrumentality not self- 
supporting under fair and reasonable conditions. 

It opposed the taking over of the regulation of any form 
of transportation not now under such jurisdiction and, thus, 
suggested that the Maritime Commission should continue to 
have the regulation of water carriers. 

The conference adopted the recommendations of the com- 
mittee and will have its views submitted to the Senate com- 
mittee. It included among other recommendations: (1). the 
commerce clause as contained in section 12 of the bill, should 
be considerably modified, particularly with respect to its ap- 
plication to contract carriers and possible application to private 
carriers; (2) to oppose regulation of port-to-port water rates 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission; (3) to oppose sec- 
tion 18, paragraph 1, limiting the filing of loss and damage. 
claims to six months; (4) oppose section 22, paragraphs 2 and 
3, limiting recovery of damages for reparation to one year from 
date cause of action accrues, with a corresponding period of 
limitation for overcharge claims; (5) oppose the reduction of 
the physical supply of transportation by restrictive legislation 
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on certain types, principally contract carriers; (6) oppose the 
application of the same regulatory laws to govern each par- 
ticular class of transportation; oppose the division of the Com- 
mission on a functional basis only; (8) oppose the merging of 
part II of the present act with part I to conform to proposed 
consolidated act; (9) redefine the terms “railroad” and “trans- 
portation” so as ta mean, as to shipments via railroad, the 
entire service from the time freight comes into the custody 
of the carrier or its agent at origin to the point at which it is 
delivered at destination. 

A. C. Welsh, traffic manager, Brooklyn Chamber of Com- 
merce, reported that the result of a questionnaire sent to mem- 
bers to ascertain their views as to taking part in the lighterage 
case involving New York and New Jersey showed such a close 
vote that the committee made no recommendation. The Con- 
ference, by resolution, decided to take no part in the case 
since it has many members in both states. 

A report presented by C. Pascarella with reference to 


Ex Parte MC-3 relating to the hours of service and safety , 
regulations of private carriers, is to be referred to members | 


by mail to get their reactions in time for the next meeting. 


THROUGH ROUTES BILL 


The House interstate commerce subcommittee on H. R. 
3400, the through routes bill, will hold a hearing on the meas- 
ure April 18. 


RETIREMENT BOARD REGULATIONS 

The Railroad Retirement Board has issued a complete 
reissue of the regulations of June 1, 1938, relating to employes’ 
benefits. Parts 201 to 265 of the regulations, according to the 
board, are issued under general authority contained in section 
10 of the act of June 24, 1937. The regulations are effective 
as of June 1, 1938, except as otherwise stated, and shall su- 
persede all the previous regulations promulgated November 
22, 1937, December 10, 1937, December 31, 1937, January 17, 
1938, March 22, 1938, April 4, 1938, and June 1, 1938. 


RAIL REORGANIZATION BILL 


Representative Chandler, of Tennessee, has asked the 
House committee on rules for a special rule under which H. R. 
6407 may be brought up in the House for consideration (see 
Traffic World, April 8, p. 799). 


REPRESENTATION OF EMPLOYES 


The National Mediation Board has certified that the Fed- 
erated Shop Crafts of the Bessemer & Lake Erie has been 
authorized to represent the crafts or classes of machinists and 
carmen (including coach cleaners; and the International 
Brotherhood of Boilermakers, Iron Ship Builders and Helpers 
of America, operating through the railway employes’ depart- 
ment, A. F. of L., to represent the craft or class of Boilermakers, 
employed by the Bessemer & Lake Erie, for the purposes of the 
railway labor act. 


BILL TO ENCOURAGE TRAVEL 

On behalf of the House committee on interstate and foreign 
commerce, Representative Martin, of Colorado, has favorably 
reported H. R. 5412, with amendments, a bill to encourage 
travel in the United States. The bill authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior through a national travel bureau to encourage, 
promote, and develop travel within the United States, its terri- 
tories and possessions, providing such activities do not compete 
with the activities of private agencies, and to administer all 
existing travel promotion functions of the Department of the In- 
terior through such bureau. The bill authorizes an appropria- 
tion of $100,000 annually to carry out its provisions. 

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized by the bill to 
create an advisory board to be known as the United States 
Travel Board, the members to consist of representatives of the 
State, Interior, Agriculture, and Commerce departments, the 
Civil Aeronautics Authority and the Maritime Commission, and 
additional members representing transportation and accommo- 
dations agencies. The Secretary is authorized to cooperate 
with public and private tourist, travel and other agencies in 
stimulating travel. 


P. W. A. AID IN TRANSPORT EQUIPMENT 


Total purchases of transportation equipment financed by 
P. W. A. amounted to $90,904,984 in the last five and a half 
years, according to a report by Public Works Administrator 
Ickes. He referred to that as extensive aid to the industries 
manufacturing light and heavy transportation equipment 
brought about by the P. W. A. The report embraces trans- 
portation by land, water, and air. The report pointed out that 
railway equipment purchases were financed through P. W. A. 
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railway equipment and improvement loans and aircraft for the 
navy and coast guard were made possible through P. W. A. 
allotments. All purchases, it said, enabled continued and in- 
creased employment in the industries manufacturing the equip- 
ment, and in the various lines of business supplying those 
industries. 

In an effort to revive employment in railroad equipment 
lines, loans were made to railroads by P. W. A. for the pur- 
chase of locomotives and cars and the rehabilitation of other 
equipment, said the report. As a result, it said, out of a total 
of $2,121,892,444 spent for materials throughout the whole 
P. W. A. construction program, $38,820,468 went for railway 
freight cars, $8,893,300 for passenger cars, and $18,772,524 for 
locomotives. A total of $6,036,370 was spent for aircraft of 
various types. 


“STUBBY,” THE FINGERLIFT TRUCK 

















“Stubby” is the name of a new power utility fingerlift 
truck designed for general purpose service around warehouses, 


docks, and terminals. 
design. 

The machine is only 38 inches wide, chin-high, but lifts 
the bottom of the load to 60 inches. The narrow width, the 
short wheelbase (38 inches) and the steering mechanism, which 
enables the truck to pivot on one wheel and make right angle 
turns, provide maximum maneuverability. The low center of 
gravity and the position of the driver, comfortably seated on 
top, provide stability and enable the operator to see his pick-up 
clearly, spot his load accurately. The hydraulic, telescopic lift 
mechanism derives its power from an engine-driven pump. 

The growing practice of assembling materials, parts, and 
finished products in unit loads on skids or pallets has created 
a demand for “Stubby,” which gets hold of any load with as 
much as two inch underclearance, lifts it, and carries it at from 
one to 7 miles an hour. In most industries, skid equipment has 
been designed with 7-inch, 12-inch and 18-inch underclearance, 
to accommodate standard types of platform lift trucks. A 
power platform truck will pick up one of these types of loads. 
“Stubby” picks up, carries, and lifts all three, as well as loads 
that have practically no underclearance. In addition, rear 
coupling enables the equipment to be operated as a towing 
tractor. It is made in several models by Clark Tructractor, 
Battle Creek, Mich. The machine is gas-powered for 24-hour 
continuous service. 


Its name is derived from its compact 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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THINKS CATHOLICS INSULTED 


Editor The Traffic World: 

The April 8 issue of The Traffic World carries a letter 
written by R. E. Smith, of Shein’s Express, under the caption, 
“Railroad Ineptitude.” Mr. Smith finds it necessary to use an 
“inept” phrase that I consider a gross insult to the members 
of the Roman Catholic faith. I refer to the second paragraph 
of his letter making comparison of a certain situation as “cold 
as a nun’s lips.” : 

Are there not enough phrases in the writer’s repertoire 
that he could use without the use of a phrase that casts a 
slur on the good women of the Catholic faith whose virtues 
and sacrifices for the good of humanity are so well known? 
It is too bad the writer of the letter had to spoil the force- 
fulness of his contentions by injecting the insulting phrase. 

As a member of the Catholic faith and a subscriber to 
your publication, I demand that Mr. Smith withdraw the in- 
sulting phrase and that you give same editorial mention in 
subsequent issue. 

I believe that there are thousands of members of the 
Catholic faith who, as subscribers to your publication, will 
support me in this demand. 


New York, N. Y., April 11, 1939. H. C. Wall. 


CALIFORNIA TAX LAWS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

State taxation of merchandise stored in public warehouses 
takes three distinct forms in California: (a) an ad valorem 
personal property tax, which also applies to stocks in private 
warehouses; (b) a tax or fee to incorporate and do business 
within the state; (c) a tax levied annually on the allocated 
net income from all sources within the state—the corporation 
income tax. 

The California personal property tax is based on the exact 
amount of stock at rest in a public or private warehouse on 
the first Monday in March. Stocks owned by non-resident or 
foreign corporations are considered and treated for tax pur- 
poses just the same as a purely local corporation. This is only 
natural and just. The two classes are competitive with each 
other to a considerable degree within that certain trade area 
and the non-resident manufacturer presumes that his mer- 
chandise will receive the same police and fire protection as 
well as all other safeguards that are accorded the local manu- 
facturer. 

California county assessors require the warehouseman to 
file a list of everything in storage on assessment day, giving 
name and address of storer, number of units by case, by gal- 
lonage or by weight. This report is made out in “quads.” Two 
copies go to the assessors, one to the storer, and the other 
remains in the warehousemen’s files. In computing the tax 
it is the custom for the storer to report actual costs and the 
assessors then depreciate the value by 50% and base tax on 
that figure. The tax rate varies from year to year in various 
sections of the state. Locally it is usually about 24%2% of the 
assessed value. 

This tax or fee is of tremendous importance, though it is 
not a direct tax on warehouse stocks. The maintenance of 
warehoused stock in this state makes it necessary for the manu- 
facturer, distributor, or foreign corporation to incorporate 
within the state—in other words qualify to do business. The 
incorporation fee is a flat $125.00 plus minimum annual fran- 
chise tax fee of $25.00, which must be paid on beginning to 
do business. This entitles the foreign company to the same 
rights and privileges of the local manufacturer—the right to 
issue stocks, bring suits for non-payment of accounts—collect 
monies, etc. 

I believe it is safe to say that many users of public ware- 
houses are now maintaining stocks therein today in complete 
ignorance of the fact that they are violating state laws by 
doing so without “qualifying to do business.” I believe the 
period of lax enforcement of these laws is past and that every 
user of public warehouse space should take steps to “fence 
these gaps” in his business operations. Sooner or later the 
tax sleuths in our state capital are going to check up on these 
omissions and someone will pay some heavy penalties. 

The third important tax is California’s bank and corpora- 
tion income tax. This law became effective in 1937 and the 
present rate of assessment is 4 per cent of the net income 
derived from California sales or business transacted within the 
state. There has been some confusion among our own storers, 
many of them questioning the application of this law as applied 
to their methods of doing business within the state. From the 
franchise tax commissioner we have obtained the following 
rulings concerning application: 


(a) Foreign corporations which have neither agents nor stocks of 
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goods in California, and which, engage in no other activities here, 
are neither doing business nor deriving income from sources in this 
state, and are accordingly, not taxable under either the Bank and 
Corporation Franchise Tax Act or the Corporation Income Tax Act, 
even though goods are shipping to customers in this state pursuant 
to orders received by mail, telephone or telegraph. Such corpora- 
tions are likewise not subject to tax under either of the above acts, 
even though sales are made to customers in this state pursuant to 
orders taken by independent brokers or dealers if such corporations 
have neither agents nor stocks of goods in this state and engage in 
no other activities here. 

(b) Foreign corporations which ship goods to customers in this 
state from points outside this state, pursuant to orders taken by 
agents in this state, and which neither maintain stocks of goods nor 
engage in other activities here, are engaged in carrying on business 
between this state and other states or countries exclusively in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, and are accordingly, not subject to the 
tax imposed by the Bank and Corporation Franchise Tax Act for the 
privilege of exercising their corporate franchises here. A portion of 
the income of such corporation, however, is attributable to activities 
in this state, and is taxable under the Corporation Income Tax Act, 
regardless of where the orders are approved or the billing is done. 
Consequently, such corporations are required to file returns under 
that act. The income so attributable to California should be deter- 
mined by applying the allocation formula set forth in the return. 

(c) Foreign corporations do not become subject to the tax imposed 
by the Bank and Corporation Franchise Tax Act simply because they 
send goods to California dealers or brokers on consignment or be- 
cause they maintain stocks of goods here from which deliveries are 
made pursuant to orders taken by independent dealers or brokers. 
Such corporations, however, are subject to the tax imposed by the 
California Corporation Income Tax Act, since a portion of their income 
is attributable to the investment represented by the property located 
in this state. 

(d) Foreign Corporations which make deliveries from stocks of 
goods located in this state pursuant to orders taken by agents in 
this state are engaged in intrastate business in this state and are 
taxable under the Bank and Corporation Franchise Tax Act, even 
though they have no office or regular place of business in this state. 
Since all the income of such corporations from sources in this state 
will be included in the measure of the franchise tax, such corporations 
are not subject to the corporation income tax act. 

(e) Whether or not orders taken or sales are made by an agent 
or by an independent dealer or broker must depend upon the facts 
of each particular case. In general, if a person acts only for one 
company, and takes orders or makes sales in the name of that com- 
pany, or otherwise purports to represent that company, he is acting 
as agent, and his acts are the acts of the company. Conversely, if 
a person or corporation takes orders or makes sales for a number 
of companies, or purports to be doing business on his or its own ac- 
count, and not as a representative of some other party, the person 
or corporation is generally acting as an independent dealer or broker. 
These rules are, however, subject to exceptions. 


“Various state courts have held that interstate commerce 
ceases when the shipment reaches the warehouse—its first des- 
tination,” says Professor John H. Fredrick. ‘These courts base 
their decision on the fact that, while at the time of storage the 
goods are the property of the shipper, who can do with them 
as he wishes and dispose of them in any manner he sees fit, 
there is really no certainty as to when there will be a further 
movement of these goods. 

“It is, of course, settled law that states can not place any 
burden on interstate commerce, but in many cases it is difficult 
to determine when a particular transaction constitutes inter- 
state commerce. As a result, the line between business which 
comes under the protection of the commerce clause of the fed- 
eral Constitution and business which is not so protected is in 
many instances very narrow. This line is, in fact, so narrow 
that no tribunal other than the Supreme Court of the United 
States is qualified to determine, with certainty, on which side 
of the line some of these cases should fall.” 

In the above discussion the writer has not attempted to 
give any but the briefest possible information on California 
taxes. Complete and detailed information and methods of ap- 
plication may be obtained by addressing the State Franchise 
Commissioner, Sacramento, California. 

W. E. Fessenden, 
Director American Chain of Warehouses. 
Los Angeles, Calif., April 7, 1939. 


RELOCATED SOUTHERN PACIFIC 


The Department of Interior has announced the award of 
a contract for $296,899.70 to Granfield, Farrar and Carlin of 
San Francisco, Calif., for the relocation of an additional five- 
mile section of the Southern Pacific Railroad around the Shasta 
reservoir site, Central Valley project, California. The work is 
to be completed in 300 days. According to the statement, the 
construction of Shasta dam on the Kennett division of the Cen- 
tral Valley project requires the relocation of approximately 
thirty-seven miles of the Southern Pacific’s main line railroad 
north of Redding on a new 30-mile route around the reservoir 
to be created by the dam. 
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Services of Public Warehouses in Distribution 


Selecting Public Warehouses—Eighth of a Series of Nine Articles by Dr. John H. Frederick, 
Professor of Transportation and Industry, School of Business Administration, 
The University of Texas 


HERE is a decided lack of uniformity among manufac- 

turers and other users of public warehouses as to what 

official or what department in the organization shall have 
the responsibility for warehouse selection. 


In the great majority of cases, however, the traffic depart- 
ment or traffic manager selects or is the major influence in the 
selection of individual warehouses. The sales manager or sales 
department may dictate the general policy as to the type of 
public warehouse and services desired, as well as to the cities 
in which stocks are to be spotted; but with the increasing im- 
portance of motor transportation as an agency of distribution 
for warehoused stocks, there seems to be a distinct tendency. 
in most companies, to leave the final decision on individual 
warehouses to the traffic manager. The traffic department is 
the most logical division of a business for this work, since the 
use of public warehouses so often depends on traffic and trans- 
portation considerations. 

The use of public warehouses as a means of saving trans- 
portation costs is increasing. Warehouses selected from a 
transportation rate and service point of view may be so located 
that carloads of a manufacturer’s product may be shipped to 
such points and arrangements made to have the contents un- 
loaded, stored, and later reshipped in 1. c. 1. lots to individual 
consignees. Public warehouses may also be used to reduce 
transportation costs on inbound 1. c. 1]. shipments, since these 
may be consolidated at one or more points and forwarded to 
destination in carload lots. 


In deciding on the city to be used as the distributing point 
of view within each marketing territory, it should be realized 
that every warehouse has a definite territory, limited by trans- 
portation facilities and transportation costs, within which most 
economical distribution may be obtained by making shipments 
from the factory to the warehouse in carload lots and from the 
warehouse to customers in ]. ec. 1]. lots. Outside this territory, 
the cheapest method of distribution, from the point of view of 
freight rates, is directly from the factory to consumers, in 
either carload or 1. c. 1. lots. 


In selecting a warehouse, from a transportation point of 
view, one should consider: 


1. The distance from the factory to the warehouse. 

2. Carload freight rates from the factory to the warehouse. 

3. The 1. c. 1. freight rate from the warehouse to customers, in- 
cluding the possibilities of using motor truck service. 

4. The 1. c. 1. freight rate from the factory to consumers, also tak- 
ing into consideration the possibilities of using motor truck service. 

5. The transit time of 1. c. 1. freight from a warehouse to final des- 
tination. 

6. Pedlar or package car services available to the warehouse. 

7. The warehouse charges. 


The smaller the difference between carload and I. c. 1. freight 
rates (including motor truck rates) from the factory to the 
warehouse, the smaller will be the territory that can be served 
economically by a particular warehouse. On the other hand, 
the larger this difference, the larger will be the territory that 
can be served economically by a particular warehouse. 

Since both rail and truck freight rates vary approximately 
with distance, the nearer a warehouse is to the factory, the 
smaller will be the territory that it can serve economically. 
On the other hand, the further a warehouse is from the fac- 
tory, the larger will be the territory it can serve economically. 

When the difference between carload and 1. c. 1. or truck 
freight rates from the factory to the warehouse becomes so 
small as to equal the average warehouse charges for storage 
and handling, it is uneconomical to plan to distribute through 
the warehouse to points outside the city in which it is located. 
Some traffic men say that the spread between carload and Il. c. 
1. rates should be around 32 per cent if a very elaborate ware- 
housing set-up is to be maintained. 


Selection from a Sales Point of View 


From a sales point of view one of the primary reasons 
for selecting particular public warehouse locations is the ability 
to render better service to customers thus gained by the dis- 
tributor. In recent years, national distributors have been faced 
with the necessity of maintaining spot-stocks of their merchan- 
dise at strategic marketing centers because of the prevalence 
of hand-to-mouth buying by both wholesalers and retailers. 


The maintenance of such spot-stocks involves warehousing of 
some sort. Some manufacturers have met this need by estab- 
lishing private warehouses, but the majority have made. use 
of public warehouses to an increasing extent each year. In 
selecting warehouse locations the following points are consid- 
ered from the sales viewpoint: 


1. The present and potential sales volume of each city and sur- 
rounding territory to which deliveries can not now be made within 
twenty-four hours after receipt of the order. 

2. The competitive conditions in each city and territory. 


The following questions might well be answered: 


1. Are present customers in the territory under survey purchasing 
as much of the product as they can use? 

2. If not, is it because they do not anticipate their needs, and so 
are forced to buy locally in emergencies? 

3. If customers are obtaining a portion of their requirements from 
local sources, are they putting competitors’ goods on their shelves (if 
retailers), or into production (if industrial users), thus opening the 
door to competition that will make further inroads into present volume? 

4. If competition is gaining a foothold by the means just men- 
tioned, isn’t it logical that the situation should be met by well placed 
stocks, thus protecting present sales volume? 

5. If spot stocks are placed in the territory under survey, what may 
be expected in increased volume from present customers and what 
amount of new business may be anticipated? 

6. If customers buy competitive products locally only to fill emer- 
gency orders, isn’t it reasonable to conclude that they will adhere 
more closely to the manufacturer’s product if a stock is placed con- 
veniently to them? 

7. If there are buyers in the territory that have not been sold be- 
cause of slow deliveries, isn’t it a fact that a warehoused stock would 
eliminate this obstacle and enable the manufacturer to compete on a 
favorable basis for the business? 

8. Will a spot-stock give more volume on the long-profit items or 
is the manufacturer now getting the cream of the local volume? 

9. Will a spot-stock merely throw the manufacturers a bigger vol- 
ume of the high-competition items in the line (the low-profit items), or, 
can a spot-stock be used to induce dealers to carry the whole line in- 
stead of merely a few fast selling items? 

10. What will be the attitude of wholesalers or distributors toward 
the spot-stocks? Will they welcome them as aids making it unneces- 
sary to invest so much in inventory, or will they condemn them as mak- 
ing it easier for small competitors to obtain the manufacturers goods 
at wholesale? 


In selecting warehouses from sales point of view, some 
traffic and sales managers consider as a guide the percentage 
of the stock spotted in a particular warehouse that will be 
absorbed by the dealers in that town. They think dealers in 
towns where stocks are spotted should handle at least 50 per 
cent of the stocks stored in warehouses, or else the warehous- 
ing costs become prohibitive. Their reason for this opinion is 
that a company spotting stocks has tc consider the carload 
rate from the factory to the warehouse, plus warehouse reship- 
ping, storage and handling costs, plus the rate on 1. c. 1. lots 
to ultimate destination. So, if the dealers in warehouse towns 
handle as much as 50 per cent of stocks so stored and no out- 
bound freight is carried on 1. c. 1. rates from warehouses to 
these dealers, the difference between the carload rate from the 
factory to the warehouse, versus the 1. c. 1. rate from factory 
to the dealers in warehouse towns, makes up a large part of 
the warehousing costs, though not always all of them. 


Selection from a Tax Point of View 


State lines may usually be ignored in the selection of pub- 
lic warehouse locations. There is, however, one phase of the 
state boundary that enters the selection of spot-stock locations 
by any national distributor. This is the matter of the foreign 
corporation laws of the state where a stock is to be maintained, 
and the taxation of shippers’ stocks in public warehouses. 

This question is something vital, not only to the warehouse 
industry but to users of public warehouse space. Such tax- 
ation increases the cost for these users, for one thing, and that 
is something of vital concern in selecting warehouse locations. 

State taxation of stocks in public warehouses takes two 
forms: (1) Taxation by most states is under the theory that 
any goods or merchandise at rest in a state, whether in a public 
warehouse or in the owner’s private building, is subject to 
ad valorem personal property taxation; (2) the maintenance 
of warehoused stocks in most states makes it necessary for the 
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manufacturer or other shipper to incorporate in the states 
where stocks are maintained. This is not a direct tax on ware- 
housed stocks themselves but, rather, a tax on the particular 
method of distribution which involves the use of spot-stocks. 
So, in a sense, while it is not a direct tax, like the ad valorem 
taxes, it has the same effect. From the point of view of a 
national distributor, it increases the cost of his using public 
warehouses and placing spot-stocks in particular states. 


Stocks stored in public warehouses are assessed for per- 
sonal property taxes in all but four states. In four other states 
the laws requiring reporting of warehoused stocks are so lax 
that such stocks are not assessed unless discovered by an un- 
usually active assessor or voluntarily reported by owners. 

In most states, warehoused stocks owned by non-resident 
manufacturers or other storers are considered and treated for 
tax purposes just as though the merchandise were owned by 
local manufacturers. This is natural, for the two classes of 
merchandise are competitive with each other to a considerable 
degree within the general trade area of the state. Also, while 
his property is in warehouses within a particular state, the 
owner presumes there will be the same police and fire pro- 
tection, as well as other safeguards by organized society, suf- 
ficient to protect this merchandise, irrespective of who the 
owner may be. This protection is maintained by the state, 
county and city governments through income derived from 
taxes. 

There is lack of uniformity in the base of assessment 
among the states. In some the assessment is based on the 
average stock on hand for the year ending with the date of 
assessment. This means that the assessors take the stock on 
hand for each month and strike an average. This method is 
followed to prevent the shifting around of stocks just before 
assessment dates. In other states the assessment is based on 
the actual stock on hand on date of assessment. Here is an 
opportunity for sales and traffic managers to place spot-stocks 
in particular warehouses so there won’t be much on hand when 
assessment day comes around. 

Assessment dates vary. Many states use January 1, others 
have March 1, April 1, and so on, but the dates are easy to de- 
termine. Any public warehouse will be glad to supply the 
information. Where assessment is based on actual stock on 
hand on date of assessment it is perfectly legitimate to keep 
stocks out of that state until this date has passed. 

State property taxes on stored stocks are an important 
consideration for users of public warehouses, but they are not 
as annoying as the still unsettled question of whether making 
deliveries from spot-stocks is considered as “doing business” 
in a particular state. This question often turns on whether 
the character of the business in the states concerned consti- 
tutes doing business in such a manner as to localize the busi- 
ness and make it an operation within a particular state. The 
statement of this rule appears simple. but its application to 
particular cases has been difficult in practice and is constantly 
coming up for discussion in state courts. 

Space does not permit an analysis of the corporation acts 
of the forty-eight states, but courts in nearly all states have 
ruled that the usual arrangements for the use of public ware- 
houses, by manufacturers and other distributors, may be con- 
sidered as doing business within the contemplation of most 
state statutes regulating and taxing foreign corporations. In 
selecting warehouse locations it is well, therefore, to check the 
following points: 


1. Will the maintenance of spot-stocks render the company liable 
to compliance with the foreign corporation laws of another state? 

2. What is the law of the state in question and is it enforced? 

3. What is the penalty for failure to comply with the law? 

4. Does failure to comply invalidate contracts within the state? 

5. What local agent appointments for service of process are re- 
quired within the state and how much will they cost? 


6. What is the initial cost of qualifying to do business including 
filing fees, initial tax, and other costs? 


7. What is the annual cost of qualifying to do business including 


annual filing fees, franchise levy, annual corporation tax, annual in- 
come tax, if levied? 


8. Is it best to qualify the parent company, incorporate a local 
subsidiary within the state, or distribute from some adjacent state and 
so keep within the definition of interstate commerce? 


Most public warehousemen, when questioned as to whether 
their clients have qualified to do business in states where stocks 
are maintained, are either non-committal or say they all 
“qualify, as a matter of course.” Other warehousemen will 
admit that, while they do not condone such practice, numerous 
clients are not “qualified’ and that others have maintained 
stocks with them for some years without qualifying. The 
client is taking the risk and the warehousemen, when asked, 
will generally advise qualification in order to be on the “safe 
side.” The matter of qualification is, however, seldom men- 
tioned by warehouse solicitors unless brought up by the storer. 
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It is safe to say that numerous users of public warehouses are 
maintaining stocks therein in complete ignorance of the fact 
that they are violating state laws by not having qualified to 
do business. The lax enforcement of the state laws and reg- 
ulations should not be relied on. 

Until such time as goods stored in public warehouses are 
held to be interstate commerce, incorporation and the payment 
of annual franchise, property taxes, license fees, and other an- 
nual taxes, where levied, should be considered a necessary part 
of the cost of maintaining scattered stocks and be considered 
in selecting warehouse locations. 


Deciding on the Particular Warehouse 


After the cities in which spot-stocks are to be carried have 
been selected, the last step is to decide on the particular ware- 
house in each city. In some large cities it may be found desir- 
able to have several warehoused stocks, due to local conditions. 
In making his selection, the shipper should be guided by the 
type of facilities and the scope of services he will require as 
well as by the local conditions and location of the particular 
warehouses under consideration. For example, some ware- 
houses are better located with reference to transportation fa- 
cilities and the retail and jobbing sections of a city than are 
others. In addition, there are some warehouses that give a 
specialized type of service not available from others. 


It is important to select the warehouseman with a knowledge 
of local conditions. Unless this is done the shipper will not 
get full value from his warehouse connections. Each good 
warehouseman is a sort of clearing house in his city for in- 
formation on traffic, storage, distribution, buying habits, etc. 
He can supply much information quickly and without charge 
as one of the valuable by-product services that do not appear 
in the rate. But it isn’t every warehouseman who can do this; 
surely, not the rate-cutting warehouseman, nor the one who 
stores his clients’ goods in some old barn or abandoned fac- 
tory building, nor those without credit standing. Unfortu- 
nately, too many concerns have set themselves up as “ware- 
housemen” that are no more warehousemen, in the true sense 
of the term, than a filling station is a drug store just because 
it has a card of packages of aspirin tablets tacked on the wall. 
So, the manufacturer or the other shipper, expanding into new 
territory or entering a new city with a spot-stock, does well 
to pick the warehouse organization with the best knowledge 
of local conditions. 

This is how one large user of public warehouse space 
makes his selection. A company representative first makes a 
survey of the city in the effort to spot its stock near enough 
its customers to insure prompt and efficient service. Then ex- 


ecutives of the warehouse that this representative believes will . 


best fit into the company’s plans are contacted. The represent- 
ative asks for names and addresses of concerns the warehouse 
is now serving. If these references prove satisfactory, the rep- 
resentative submits a letter to the warehouseman, outlining the 
particular type of service he is expected to give. This letter 
is not a standard form that can be used for all warehouses 
indiscriminately, since the company may require different ar- 
rangements or more service from one warehouse than from 
another. 

Before closing with the selected warehouse the company 
representative naturally asks the warehouseman to submit 
storage and cartage rates and whether he can guarantee satis- 
factory delivery service. If the rates are approved and the 
guarantee is forthcoming, the company then presents its credit 
list as well as other information and requirements pertaining 
to its product and its handling, so that the warehouseman will 
understand the conditions and be in position to perform his 
part of the arrangement. Among the points of information 
sought by this company is the name of the transportation con- 
cern making deliveries for the warehouse and whether it is 
done with the warehouseman’s own trucks or of those of a 
hired carrier. The same holds true of the railroads used by 
the warehouse. This company, it will be seen, carries out the 
injunction of the warehousing industry to “choose your ware- 
house as you would your bank.” 


MOTOR ORDERS STAYED 


The Commission, by division 5, has stayed until its further 
order the recommended orders made in the following motor 
carrier cases: 

MC F-609, Acme Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, Barber 
Transportation Co.; MC 373, Charles M. Leith, common carrier 
application; MC 11890, Sub. No. 2, Otho Barnes, common car- 
rier application; MC 40901, Harold E. Shenton, common carrier 
application; MC 80245, Charles Frederick Shilling, common 
carrier application; MC 88177, C. L. Callaway, common carrier 
application; MC 94411, Antti Nikander, common carrier appli- 
cation. 
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MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Thaxton Richardson, of Greensboro, N. C., a practitioner 
before the Commission, according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel, has been fined $1,250 by the federal court for the 
western district of North Carolina on a plea of nolo contendere 
to an information accusing him of violating section 222 (c) of 
the motor carrier act. The fine was suspended, according to the 
statement, and the defendant was placed on probation for five 
years, conditioned on his good behavior. It was specifically 
provided in the order of probation, said the statement, that 
Richardson should not in that period violate any of the rules of 
practice of the Commission nor any of the rules on the commit- 
tee on enrollment or disbarment of the Commission, nor the 
motor act or the rules and regulations thereunder. 


According to the statement, Richardson, acting as repre- 
sentative of the Jones Trucking Co., of Lenore, N. C., at a 
hearing on the grandfather application as a common carrier 
presented to a Commission motor supervisor bills of lading of 
the Jones Trucking Co., the dates on which had been changed 
from a date subsequent to June 1, 1935, to a date prior thereto, 
so as to prove that the carrier had been in operation as a com- 
mon carrier prior to the grandfather date. The court’s order 
requires Richardson, in the probation period, to demean him- 
self with good ethics as a practitioner before the Commission. 

The Commission has been informed, says another state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel, that the Interstate Cotton Oil Refin- 
ing Co. and its subsidiary, Interstate Cotton Oil Co., of Sherman, 
Tex., have been fined $1,000 in the federal court at Sherman for 
violations of the motor carrier act. The statement further says 
that T. E. Odell, Neal Bishop and T. H. Hogle of Sherman, and 
Roy E. Connolly of Denison, Tex., have each been fined $250 
for violations which were part of the transaction involving the 
corporations. 

The individual defendants, according to the statement, are 
owner-driver truck operators transporting commodities for the 
corporation. Under arrangements among the defendants the 
owner-drivers, said the report, registered their motor vehicles 
as owned by a defendant corporation, transferred titles thereto 
and obtained license plates in the name of the corporation. None 
of the defendants, the statement said, had made application for 
authority to transport property for compensation. The state- 
ment said that from the evidence it appeared that the arrange- 
ment was a device whereby the Interstate Cotton Oil Co., under 
the direction and control of the Interstate Cotton Oil and 
Refining Co., “masqueraded as a private carrier and the indi- 
vidual owner-operator masqueraded as an employe of the cor- 
poration as a subterfuge to evade and defeat regulations.” 


The Commission has been advised, according to a statement 
by Secretary Bartel, that a criminal information has been filed 
in the federal court for the western district of New York against 
J. Gerald Sweeney, of Hornell, N. Y., charging him with op- 
erating without a certificate, without rates or charges on file, 
without having insurance or other approved security on file for 
the protection of the public, without issuing a receipt or bill of 
lading for property received for transportation in interstate 
commerce, and with failure to issue, make and keep records as 
required by the Commission, in violation of the motor carrier 
act. Sweeney, doing business as Sweeney Trucking Service, the 
statement said, was engaged in the transportation of household 
goods and woodwork material between New York and New 
Jersey and Pennsylvania points. 


In another statement, the Commission has asked the fed- 
eral court at Syracuse, N. Y., for an order forbidding James L. 
Cleveland Trucking Co., Inc., to operate without a certificate. 
A criminal information was also filed in that court charging 
the defendant, Pasquale Casaburi, and Surpass Leather Co. 
with violations of the motor carrier act. According to the state- 
ment, the shipments involved in the information were made 
for the Surpass Leather Co., Philadelphia, Pa., and consisted 
of leather, leather products and materials. Pasquale, presi- 
dent and general manager of the motor carrier, and the leather 
company, the report said, were joined as defendants and were 
charged with aiding and abetting the carrier’s alleged violations. 

The Commission has been informed that Tarley B. Bell, 
of Germantown, Ky., in the federal court for the eastern district 
of Kentucky, was fined $100 for contempt of court for violation 
of a permanent injunction. The bill of complaint, under which 
the decree for a permanent injunction was entered, according 
to the statement, charged Bell with transporting property as a 
common carrier for compensation between Cincinnati, O., and 
Germantown, Ky., without a certificate and without having filed 
tariffs. At the time of the injunction against Bell was entered, 
the court assessed a fine of $100 against him on his plea of 
guilty to a 10-count information charging the same violations 
as involved in the injunction decree. The court, the statement 
said, assessed the fine on the first two counts and suspended 
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sentence on the remaining eight counts for a probationary 
period of one year. The information charging Bell with con- 
tempt covered four shipments of property between Cincinnati, 
O., and Brooksville, Ky., without authority and without tariffs, 
said the statement. 

The Commission has instituted a civil action to enjoin 
Charles J. Heimerle from operating as a common carrier with- 
out a certificate, without rates or charges on file, and without 
having on file with the Commission insurance or other approved 
security for the protection of the public, according to a state- 
ment by Secretary Bartel. A criminal information was filed in 
the federal court at Buffalo, N. Y., accusing Heimerle with the 
before mentioned violations. The defendant was engaged in 
the transportation of household goods and furniture between 


New York, Illinois, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Michigan, Con-. 


necticut, Massachusetts and the District of Columbia. 


The Commission has also been advised that criminal infor- 
mations have been filed in the federal court at Syracuse, N. J., 
against Glenn Whitney, Edwin Sabin, Jr., Frank Livingston and 
Jesse Kingsley, of Binghamton, N. Y.; Willim Leach, of Green, 
N. Y.; George J. Price, of Riverside, N. Y.; Samuel Juriga, of 
Johnson City, N. Y.; Harry Slack, of Whitney Point, N. Y., 
and Saul Shinkman, of Carbondale, Pa., charging violations of 
the motor carrier act, according to a statement by Secretary 
Bartel. All the shipments involved in the informations con- 
sisted of brick alleged to have been transported by the motor 
carriers from the plant of the Binghamton Brick Co., Inc., at 
Binghamton, N. Y., to points in Pennsylvania, New Jersey and 
the District of Columbia. In all the informations, the state- 
ment said, Binghamton Brick Co., Inc., shipper, and Clarence P. 
Austin and Charles E. Austin, officers of the brick company, 
were joined as aiding and abetting the alleged violations of 
the motor ‘carrier act charged against the carriers. In the in- 
formations filed against Samuel Juriga, the statement said, 
Franklin J. Shappee, an operator of a gasoline station at 
Binghamton, N. Y., was also joined as an aider and abettor. 
Price and Shinkman were charged with operating without cer- 
tificates, without having rates and charges on file, and with 
failure to make and keep records relative to freight and expense 
bills. Livingston, Kingsley, Leach, Sabin, Whitney, Slack and 
Juriga, it said, were charged with operating as contract carriers 
without permits on file, without schedules of minimum charges, 
and without insurance or other approved security. 


TEMPORARY MOTOR OPERATIONS 


The Commission, by division 5, in MC F-861, Northern 
Trails, Inc., purchase, Safeway Lines, Inc. (Thad M. Talcott, 
Jr., trustee), has authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 
days, temporary lease of operating rights and property of Safe- 
way Lines, Inc., New York, N. Y., by Northern Trails, Inc., 
Washington, D. C., at a total rental not exceeding $200 a month. 

In MC F-840, Interstate Dispatch, Inc., purchase, Krupp 
Motor Transport Co., Inc., the Commission, by division 5, has 
authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 days, temporary 
lease of operating rights and property of Krupp Motor Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Milwaukee, Wis., by Interstate Dispatch, Inc., 
Chicago, Ill., at a total rental not exceeding $250 a month. 

In MC F-770, Hayes Freight Lines, Inc. of Indiana, pur- 
chase, Wabash Valley Express, Inc., the Commission, by divi- 
sion 5, has authorized, for a period not exceeding 180 days, 
temporary lease of operating rights and property of Wabash 
Valley Express, Inc., Peru, Ind., by Hayes Freight Lines, Inc. 
of Indiana, Indianapolis, Ind., at a total rental not exceeding 
$300 a month. 

In MC F-799, Central Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, E. E. 
Craig, the Commission, by division 5, has authorized, for a 
period not exceeding 180 days, temporary lease of operating 
rights and property of E. E. Craig, Hamilton, Tex., by Central 
Freight Lines, Inc., at a total rental not exceeding $10 a month. 


MOTOR ORDERS EFFECTIVE 

The following recommended orders have become effective 
as shown: 

MC 6483, Roy Clure, common carrier application, as of 
March 27; MC 14769, W. H. Thompson, common carrier ap- 
plication, as of March 31; MC 17391, Adolph Solimine, com- 
mon or contract carrier application, as of March 30; MC 25082 
Sub. No. 1, William Norman, extension of operations, as of 
March 27; MC 30262 Sub. No. 2, E. & S. Trucking Co., ex- 
tension of operations (Yonkers to New Haven), as of March 
30; MC 50923, Fred Monsees, contract carrier application, as 
of March 30; MC 56541 Sub No. 5, New England Transporta- 
tion Co., common carrier extension, as of March 30; MC 61113 
Sub. No. 1, Otto K. Lamb, extension of operations, as of 
March 30; MC 65121 Sub. No. 1, J. E. Foster, contract carrier 
application, extension, Stockton, Calif., as of March 31; MC 
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80913 Sub. No. 1, Joseph A. Pinter, Philadelphia-Long Island 
extension, as of March 27; MC 83076, Jack Cline, common 
carrier application, as of Mrach 30; MC 86833, O. M. Shad- 
wick, contract carrier application, as of March 31; MC 88900, 
Marcus Whetstone, common carrier application, as of March 
27; MC 89224, Francis Milks, common carrier application, as 
of March 29; MC 89236, Anthony Giannone, common carrier 
application, as of March 30; MC 89317, Arlie N. Turner, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 31; MC 89326, Richard 
E. Rush, common carrier application, as of March 27; MC 
89356, John Thomas Mason, common carrier application, as 
of March 28; MC 89399, Alexander Lugano, common carrier 
application, as of March 30; MC 89470, Salvatore D’Elia, con- 
tract carrier application, as of March 31; MC 89527, A. D. 
Cotton, common carrier application, as of March 29; MC 
89532, Frank Mezera, common carrier application, as of March 
30; MC 89577, George E. Eichholz, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 30; MC 89667, Thomas Gibbons, contract 
carrier application, as of March 28; MC 91129, W. H. Hembree, 
common carrier application, as of March 29; MC 91993, K. H. 
Penaluna, common carrier application, as of March 31; MC 
92055, Walter J. Prasky, common carrier application, as of 
March 30; MC 93512, Fred Schrader, common carrier appli- 
cation, as of March 19; MC 94052, Jess J. Davis, common car- 
rier application, as of March 23; MC 94211, C. L. Fisher, 
contract carrier application, as of March 30; MC 94269, Rob- 
ert Dyson, common carrier application, as of March 30; MC 
94692, G. B. Barrington and Gus Barrington, common carrier 
application, as of March 28; MC 94694, Ernest V. Nisley, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 30; MC 94844, Nira Guyer, 
common carrier application, as of March 29. 

MC 2131 Sub. No. 1, Star Commercial Moving and Storage 
Co., extension of operations, Oregon, as of March 28; MC 6144, 
E. L. Dunbar, common carrier application, as of March 16; 
MC 9189, Fred Bell, Jr., common carrier application, as of 
March 28; MC 13732 Sub. No. 1, Miles Edelen, extension of 
operations, as of March 28; MC 25708, Beard-Laney Hauling 
Co., common carrier application, as of March 20; MC 25708 
Sub. No. 1, Beard-Laney Hauling Co., extension of operations, 
general commodities, as of March 20; MC 91475, Beard-Laney 
Hauling Co., common carrier application, as of March 20; 
MC 28204, Arnold R. Stull, common carrier application, as of 
March 29; MC 35126 Sub. No. 1, Guy Hill, extension of op- 
erations, as of March 28; MC 45612, J. T. Mills, common car- 
rier application, as of March 16; MC 50871 Sub. No. 1, George 
E. Monk, extension of operations, as of March 29; MC 69372 
Sub. No. 1, Roy J. Draper, extension, Kansas City, as of March 
27; MC 74222 Sub. No. 4, Alabama Coaches Co., Inc., Birming- 
ham extension, as of March 28; MC 76587 Sub. No. 1, J. J. 
Hoy, Jr., Inc., New York, New Jersey and Connecticut exten- 
sion, as of March 27; MC 86490, John Frech, common carrier 
application, as of March 27; MC 89019, George Black, contract 
carrier application, as of March 28; MC 89091, Clarence A. 
Phillips, contract carrier application, as of March 27; MC 
89194, F. W. Marsh, common carrier application, as of March 
29; MC 89254, John Buss, common carrier application, as of 
March 27; MC 89390, Jean Harris, contract carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 27; MC 89453, N. J. McLandrich, common 
carrier application, as of March 27; MC 89539, Wm. M. Reeder 
and Robert O. Reeder, common carrier application, as of 
March 27; MC 89599, Paul Hickman, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 27; MC 89609, Kenneth A. Blanchard, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 22; MC 89653, William 
W. Merrick, common carrier application, as of March 27; 
MC 89849, R. B. Longfellow, contract carrier application, as 
of March 27; MC 90163, Bockoven and Day, common carrier 
application, as of March 23; MC 90371, Frank J. Byrnes, com- 
mon carrier application, as of March 27; MC 91197, Hamer 
and Son Transfer, common carrier application, as of March 
27; MC 92942, Joseph Peter Farelli. common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 27; MC 93111, Palisade Film Delivery Cor- 
poration, contract carrier application, as of March 27; MC 
93281, John Matisi, common carrier application, as of March 
27; MC 93626, Oscar McCoy, common carrier application, as of 
March 27; MC 93879, John A. Myers & Son, common carrier 
application, as of March 9; MC 94245, Jess C. Dover, common 
carrier application, as of March 18; MC 94551, Carroll C. 
Wheeler, common carrier application, as of March 27; MC 
94751, Thomas H. Amos, common carrier application, as of 
March 28; MC 95403, D. J. Taylor, common carrier applica- 
tion, as of March 28; MC 95226, Thomas Mazzocco, common 
carrier application, as of March 28; MC 95009, Charles Edward 
Caruth, common carrier application, as of March 28. 


MOTOR BROKERS’ EXEMPTION 
The Commission, division 5, in Ex Parte MC 5, security 
for the protection of the public as provided in the motor car- 
rier act, 1935, and of rules and regulations governing the filing 
and approval of surety bonds, policies of insurance, qualifica- 
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tions as a self-insurer, or other securities and agreements by 
motor carriers and brokers, has vacated its order of February 
13, 1937, so far as it relates to brokers. 

It has modified its order of August 3, 1936, so that until 
its further order brokers shall not be required to comply with 
the rules and regulations prescribed in that order, until 60 
days after the date of the determination by it of their respec- 
tive applications for licenses. It is provided in connection with 
that modification that as to any of such applications heretofore 
determined, applicants shall not be required to comply with 
the rules and regulations until 60 days after the date of this 
order which is April 3. 


ALL-COMMODITY RATES 


The Middle Atlantic States Motor Carrier Conference, Inc., 
by Dabney T. Waring, manager, and Charles E. Cotterill, at- 
torney, has submitted to the Commission for filing a complaint 
against the Baltimore & Ohio and others including Acme Fast 
Freight, Inc., General Carloading Co., Inc., and other forward- 
ing companies, attacking any-commodity and truck body con- 
tainer rates. 

Each of the carloading companies named as defendant, it 
is averred, is in law a shipper in so far as concerns transporta- 
tion for them by railroad defendants between Richmond, Wash- 
ington, D. C., and Baltimore, on the one hand, and New York, 
Philadelphia and northeastern New Jersey, on-the other. It 
is further averred that each of such carloading companies is 
interested in and affected by the unlawful rates, regulations 
and practices of the railroad defendants complained of and as 
such is made a defendant to this proceeding under and by vir- 
tue of the provisions of section 2 of the Elkins act. 

It is alleged that railroad defendants have published nor- 
mal class and commodity rates between certain points in the 
territory, referred to as the general railroad rate structure, 
and have contemporaneously, however, published certain spe- 
cial and discriminatory rates on “all commodities” in mixed 
carloads, with only certain commodities excluded therefrom. 
Such “all commodity” rates, it is alleged, are and hereafter 
will be unjust and unreasonably low in violation of paragraph 
5 of section 1 of part I of the interstate commerce act. It is 
alleged that these ‘all commodity” rates are available to and 
used by only the carloading companies named defendants and 
any other concerns of like character and possibly a few ship- 
pers such as mail order or chain store concerns. It is alleged 
that the defendant carloading companies share with the bene- 
ficial owners of the freight the differences between the “all 
commodity” rates and what otherwise would be charges payable 
by those beneficial owners under either the less than carload or 
carload railroad rates on carload quantities; that the resulting 
actual charges paid by the beneficial owners are lower than 
would be their transportation charges by railroad without 
intervention of the defendant carloading companies, and that 
the “all commodity” rates constitute “special rates” and are 
a device by means of which the railroad defendants receive 
from some persons a less compensation for the service which 
they render than they receive from other persons for doing 
them a like and contemporaneous service in the transportation 
of like kinds of traffic under substantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions and therefore those railroad defendants 
are practicing unjust discrimination in violation of section 2 
of part I of the act. ' 

Contemporaneously, it is alleged, the railroad defendants 
have published certain other “special” rates between points 
in the territory indicated which take the form of what are 
called “truck body” container rates according to which for 
stated charges those railroad defendants will transport between 
the places named so-called “truck bodies” regardless of whether 
they be empty or freight be contained therein and regardless 
of the quantity of kind of freight that may be contained therein 
with certain commodity exclusions, such “truck body” con- 
tainer rates varying merely with the lengths of the “truck 
bodies.” It is contended that the assailed rates as applied 
to “truck body” containers are unjust and unreasonably low. 
It is also alleged that the use of these rates is intended to 
be and in fact is confined to the carloading companies named 
defendants and any other like character together possibly 
with a few chain store or mail order shippers. Violation of 
section 2 of part I of the act is alleged. It is also alleged 
that the tariffs containing these rates are not lawful tariffs 
and that defendants are violating section 6 of the act. It is 
alleged that the “truck body” container rates are lower than 
rates on merchandise in steel containers published by the Penn- 
—— and for that reason that railroad was violating sec- 
tion 6. 

It is alleged that a rate war is imminent and will occur 
unless the Commission speedily exerts its authority over both 
the rail and motor carriers in a coordinated manner. 

Complainant asks that the defendants be required to cease 
and desist from the practices complained of. 
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BANKRUPTCY GRANDFATHER RIGHTS 


Hours of argument before the entire Commission, April 
13, were devoted to the question of whether an interruption of 
operations of a motor carrier due directly to bankruptcy de- 
prived the applicant of the right to a certificate under the 
grandfather clause on the theory that the interruption was one 
over which he had control. 

Division 5, in MC 51204, Gregg Cartage & Storage Co. 
common carrier application, MC 51089, Same, broker applica- 
tion, and MC 51088, Same, common carrier application, held 
that an interruption of that sort was one over which the ap- 
plicant had control (see Traffic World, Nov. 26, 1938, p. 1094). 

Commissioner Lee dissented at length, pointing out that 
the assets of the applicant, under judicial sale, had passed to 
the Northeastern Transportation Co. and that among the 
assets was the right to operate because of operation on the 
grandfather day, and that the Commission, in passing on the 
question had not the party in interest before it when it made 
its disposition, the Commission having denied failed to grant 
= application of Northeastern for substitution of itself for 

regg. 

The argument became pointed at time on account of ques- 
tions from the bench as to whether the man who was speaking 
supported the view expressed by Commissioner Lee in his 
dissent. Assignments of time were made to Howell Louck 
and Ferdinand Born for the applicant; E. S. Brashears, Ohio 
Association of Commercial Haulers, who disagreed with the 
majority of division 5; G. H. Dilla, Motor Carriers Tariff Bureau, 
also an Ohio association, who did not avail himself of the 
privilege of speaking; C. E. Cotterill, Middle Atlantic States 
Motor Conference, Inc., who supported the idea that bankruptcy 
was in the nature of fault of the one suffering it because, 
possibly, the responsible man in the organization might have 
bought too many hats for his wife; C. A. Kelly, Akron Motor 
Transportation Association, who, in answer to a question from 
the bench, explained that the Akron association spoke par- 
ticularly for motor carriers in that city and vicinity while the 
association for which Mr. Brashears spoke was a state organ- 
ization; F. S. Peyser, speaking for J. S. Morris, of Fremont, 
O., and H. P. Stacy, for the Central Freight Association rail- 
roads, in support of the majority view. 

The matter was taken to the entire Commission by those 
opposed to the view that an interruption caused by bankruptcy, 
after the grandfather date, deprived the applicant of rights 
he had on that date and that a successor in interest, as the 
owner of the assets, as in this instance, was not entitled to a 
certificate, with the purpose of having the whole body modify 
or reverse the decision of the division. 


GREYHOUND STOCK ACQUISITION 


With Commissioner Lee suggesting that Northland Grey- 
hound was endeavoring to acquire a competing bus line, the 
Commission, by division 5, in MC F 600, Greyhound Corporation 
control Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc., has authorized the 
corporation, through purchase of additional stocks, to acquire 
control of Central Greyhound Lines, Inc., and subject to condi- 
tions, to acquire control of Northland Greyhound Lines, Inc. 
The report also embraces MC F 601, Greyhound Corporation 
control Central Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

The Great Northern railroad owns the beneficial interest in 
45.83 per cent of the stock of the Northland line, says the 
report. The New York Central owns 100,000 shares of the 
Class B stock of the Central Greyhound. 

The Greyhound Corporation asked authority to buy, in the 
open market not exceeding 1,500 additional shares of North- 
land’s common stock at not exceeding $27.50 a share, thereby 
giving it 50.57 per cent of the company’s outstanding common 
stock. 

With regard to Central Greyhound the Greyhound Corpora- 
tion proposed to increase its holdings of Class B voting stock 
from 50 to 55 per cent. 

Approval of the stock purchases which would give the Grey- 
hound numerical control of the Northland and Central was 
approved subject to the condition that the applicant, within 
thirty days of the authorization, if exercised, acquire sufficient 
of the common capital stock of the Northland to cause the 
termination of a voting trust agreement dated June 3, 1935. 
Under that agreement each of the big owners of the common 
stock of Northland agreed to deposit 52,000 shares of stock and 
have the trustees exercise all the voting privileges. Under 
that agreement action could be taken only on the assent of 75 
per cent of the voting trust certificates outstanding, or in com- 
pliance with an order of a United States judge or an arbitrator 
appointed by him in the event of failure to obtain the assent of 
such a majority. 

In his dissent Commissioner Lee said the real purpose of the 
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parties, in his opinion, was to make it possible for these 
subsidaries to acquire independent bus lines, particularly to 
enable the Northland Greyhound to acquire the rights of Menzo 
Liederbach, its only bus competitor between Chicago and the 
Twin Cities, through Wisconsin. The Commission, he observed, 
had twice denied applications therefor. After its purchase of a 
few additional shares, Northland, he said, no doubt would claim 
that it was not controlled by or affiliated with the Great North- 
ern, and that it, the Northland, in order to satisfy the statutory 
requirement, will be required to prove only consistency with 
the public interest. He was not willing, said he, so to strengthen 
the hand of Greyhound as to enable it to acquire an only bus 
competitor without showing, among other things, that such 
acquisition, ‘will not unduly restrain competition.” 

Concurring, Commissioner Eastman said he ventured to 
point out the obvious, namely, that the phrase, “consistent with 
the public interest” was broad enough to permit consideration of 
undue restraint of competition or any other circumstances 
which might be adverse to the public interest. 


PRIVATE CARRIER SAFETY RULES 


A challenge of the power of the Commission to establish 
safety rules for the regulation of private carriers of property 
by motor vehicles was submitted at a hearing before Examiner 
R. W. Snow at Washington, April 11, in Ex Parte MC 3, in 
the matter of establishing reasonable requirements to promote 
safety of operation of motor vehicles used in transporting prop- 
erty by private carriers, by the National Council of Private 
Motor Truck Owners. A motion to discontinue and dismiss the 
proceeding was submitted by Marion B. Pierce, counsel for the 
association. 

The motor carrier statute, properly construed, it was 
argued in support of the motion to dismiss, did not authorize, 
empower or direct the Commission, in this proceeding, to 
establish for private carriers of property by motor vehicle, if 
need therefor was found by it, reasonable requirements to pro- 
mote safety of operation and to that end prescribe qualifica- 
tions and maximum hours of service of employes and standards 
of equipment; nor to establish reasonable requirements with 
respect to qualifications and maximum hours of service of 
employes and safety of operation and equipment. 

In the alternative, the argument continued that if, properly 
construed, the motor act did so authorize, empower or direct 
the Commission, then the statute, to that extent, was unconsti- 
tutional as an unlawful delegation of the legislative power of 
Congress. 

A further contention was that the act was unconstitutional 
to the extent and for the reason that it was class legislation. 

It was argued in the brief supporting the motion that under 
the proper construction of the statute the Commission was 
authorized and directed to investigate and report to Congress 
on the need for federal regulation of the qualifications and 
maximum hours of service of employes of private carriers and 
standards of equipment. It was not authorized or directed to 
establish or prescribe them if it found need for them, it was 
contended, its whole duty being performed when it had investi- 
gated, made recommendations and reported to Congress. If a 
contrary construction was adopted, the council argued, then 
the statute, in the respects under consideration, must be held 
to be unconstitutional. Examiner Snow told Mr. Pierce to 
submit his motion to the Commission. : 

R. E. Plimpton, a safety engineer, testifying for the council, 
submitted data to show that the states had adopted safety 
regulations. On cross examination it was sought to show that 
regulation by the states was inadequate. One of the points 
made was that in some states there was no provision for punish- 
ment for driving while drunk. 


HIGHWAYS PUBLIC UTILITY? 


A pamphlet on the subject, “Are Highways a ‘Public 
Utility ?’” has been issued by the National Highway Users 
Conference as a reply to what the conference says is the con- 
tention of “railroad” spokesmen—that users of highways should 
pay enough money through increased taxes to enable each state 
to obtain a “profit” on money spent for highways. The author 
is Riley E. Elgen, chairman of the District of Columbia public 
utilities commission. 

“Are highways of the nation state-owned public utilities?” 
asks Mr. Elgen. “As such, are they entitled to a fair return? 
If this is in error it needs to be ‘nipped in the bud’ before it 
becomes entrenched in the public mind as fair and proper.” 

Chiefly because states have not increased special levies on 
highway users to the point where such a “fair return” is avail- 
able, according to Mr. Elgen, railroad representatives are 
asserting that highway transportation is subsidized. He says 
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the railroads also claim that highways should make money 
for the states at the expense of the people, and hold that high- 
ways should be considered as taxable property, like property of 
public utilities generally, and that special levies on highway 
users should be further increased accordingly. 

A fair return is not a legitimate item for a publicly-owned 
utility to include in its rates, Mr. Elgen declares, and to include 
property taxes, “a wholly non-existent item of expense, is 
erroneous since none are paid and none ought to be provided 
for in rates charged.” Continuing, the users’ conference said: 


The recent and widely-publicized declaration by the Association of 
American Railroads that highway users are subsidized to the extent 
of $10,000,000,000 is based almost entirely upon the theory that high- 
ways are public utilities and should produce profits as such and that 
tax payments should be made on the highways as property. 

The same theory, Mr. Elgen points out, was the foundation for 
conclusions cited in the report recently made by the committee of six 
railroad men appointed by the President September 20, 1938. 

The fallacious theory that highways are public utilities, it is em- 
phasized, does not give due credit to the fact that highways are pub- 
lic necessities, being major factors in distribution of the mails, national 
defense, development of education facilities and similar public activi- 
ties. 

The conference, incidentally, cited the fact that work has been 
in progress since 1933 on a study of transportation subsidies, initiated 
by the Federal Coordinator of Transportation and financed under legis- 
lative provision by money the railroads paid. The study, continued at 
the suggestion of the Associaiton of American Railroads with such funds 
as remained from the railroad contributions after the Coordinator’s 
office ceased to exist, has not yet been made public. This study should 
be made public immediately, the conference declared, stating such ac- 


tion would eliminate need for launching a new and duplicative inves- 
tigation. 


SAFETY OF MOTOR OPERATIONS 


The Commission, by division 5, has assigned for further 
hearing before Examiner R. W. Snow, Ex Parte MC 3, in the 
matter of establishing reasonable requirements to promote 
safety of operation of motor vehicles used in transporting prop- 
erty by private carriers, as follows: Omaha, Neb., Fontenelle 
Hotel, April 24; Dallas, Tex., Baker Hotel, April 27; and At- 
lanta, Ga., Atlanta-Biltmore Hotel, May 1. 


NEW ENGLAND MOTOR RATES 


The Commission, by division 5, has ordered two reopenings 
of Ex Parte MC 22, New England motor carrier rates. The 
first was on consideration of a petition of the Connecticut Ware- 
housemen’s Association for rehearing and reconsideration of 
the findings in the fourth supplemental report respecting rates 
on soap and soap factory products from Hartford and New 
Haven, Conn., and Springfield, Mass., to all points in Connecti- 
cut and certain points in Massachusetts; on petition of Berk- 
shire-New York Overnight Express, Inc., for hearing and re- 
consideration of the findings in the fifth supplemental report 
respecting rates on paints and paint materials from New York, 
N. Y., to points in Connecticut and Massachusetts; and on peti- 
tions by others for modification of the orders. 

The questions in that reopening are to be heard May 3 
* om Hotel Manger, Boston, Mass., before Examiner Paul 

oyle. 

The second reopening on which hearing is to be had May 8 
at Hartford, Conn., before Examiner Coyle, is also with respect 
to rates on soap and soap factory products. In reopening that 
phase the Commission considered the petition of William Board- 
man & Sons Co., New England Motor Rate Conference and 
motor carriers. Among the items that are to be considered 
under the various petitions in addition to those already men- 
tioned are department store merchandise, a new item on beer, 
a new item on paper articles, a new item on soap and soap 
cleaner, and packing house products. 


ALL-TIME HIGH IN WINTER FLYING 


Figures assembled by the Civil Aeronautics Authority, the 
Administrator and the Air Safety Board reveal an all-time rec- 
ord for safe winter operations on the domestic air lines of the 
United States, says a statement by the authority. 

The lines flew 64,081,025 passenger-miles for each passenger 
fatality between December 21, 1938, and March 20, 1939, it 
said. Further, it said there was but one fatal accident in that 
period, in which the lines flew 17,863,270 plane miles. The three 
transcontinental lines and the principal north-south line flew 
50,000,000 passenger miles this winter without so much as a 
single forced landing. The increase in this measure of safety 
was notable, it added, because in other years the winter months 
have been the months during which the safety ratio on the air 


lines has suffered. Discussing these figures, Chairman Noble, 
in part, said; 
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These figures present striking example of the way a highly com- 
petitive business, in a stage of highly individual initiative, can co- 
operate with government regulation and get results. Government regu- 
lation is no new thing to the air transportation industry. It has long 
relied upon the disinterested skill of our predecessors in the Bureau 
of Air Commerce to guide it by regulation through the intricacies of 
a business growing with great rapidity in the economic as well as in 
the technical sense. In the technical sense, the aviation industry has 
welcomed government regulation. The net result of such regulation 
has invariably been to save one new venture in aviation from the mis- 
takes made by another. J 

Under the civil aeronautics act of 1938, we are for the first time 
ordered to extend that kind of regulation to the economics of air 
transportation. We have gone far enough now in the issuance of cer- 
tificates of convenience and necessity to the established lines, and in 
the process of determining a fair rate of compensation for the car- 
riage of the mail, to feel that this kind of regulation will likewise have 
the support of the business it is intended to guide past financial pitfalls, 
just as it has previously been guided past technical pitfalls. 


AIR MAIL RATES OF PAY 


The Boston-Maine Airways, Inc., on account of increased 
operating costs, has asked the Civil Aeronautics Authority for 
a determination of its rates of compensation for the transpor- 
tation of mail on air mail route No. 27, between Boston, Mass., 
and Caribou, Me., and between Boston and Montreal, Canada. 

In its petition, the air line asks for a rate of 42 cents an 
airplane mile based on 60,000 miles a month as fair and reason- 
able. It said its present rate was 33% cents an airplane mile 
based on 38,500 miles a month, determined by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in air mail docket No. 35. The peti- 
tion pointed out that 50 per cent of the air line’s capital stock 


was owned by the Boston & Maine and the Maine Central 
Railroads. 


NOBLE QUITS AIR AUTHORITY 


Edward J. Noble, chairman of the Civil Aeronautics Author- 
ity, has resigned from that body so as to serve as aide to Harry 
Hopkins, Secretary of Commerce. President Roosevelt, when 
he accepted Mr. Noble’s resignation, said that Robert H. Hinck- 
ley, of Utah, at present a member of the Authority, would be 
made chairman to fill the vacancy created by Mr. Noble’s 
resignation. Edward P. Warner, a special economic and tech- 
nical adviser to the Authority is expected to succeed Hinckley. 

For the present Mr. Noble is to serve as assistant to Sec- 
retary Hopkins without salary, the expectation being that Con- 
gress will create the office of Under Secretary of Commerce 
and that Mr. Noble will be chosen to occupy it. 


TRAINING CIVIL AIR PILOTS 


Chairman Lea, of the House committee on interstate and 
foreign commerce, has favorably reported H. R. 5619, to provide 
for the conduct by the Civil Aeronautics Authority of a civilian- 
pilot-training program. 

Under the bill, said Chairman Lea, the C. A. A. could pro- 
vide for the training, in the next year, of 15,000 civilian pilots 
between the ages of 18 and 25. 

The bill authorizes the appropriation of $5,675,000 for the 
purpose of carrying out its provisions in the fiscal years 1939 
and 1940, and such other sums as may be necessary there- 
after. It is provided that the act shall expire July 1, 1944. 


C. A. A. OPERATIONS 


Harlee Branch, vice chairman and acting chairman of the 
Civil Aeronautics Authority, in a letter to Senator O’Mahoney, 
of Wyoming, with respect to the number of employes under 
the Authority, said 2,938 officers and employes were trans- 
ferred from the Bureau of Air Commerce, Department of Com- 
merce, and 59 officers and employes from the Bureau of Air 
Mail of the Commission, to the Authority, by an executive 
order of the President on August 22, 1938, when the agency 
was created. The letter said that the total number of officials 
and employes on duty in the Authority as of February 28, 
1939, including temporary employes, was 3,601. 

Comparing the number of employes now in the Authority 
and the number in the Commission, the letter said the Com- 
mission was an independent regulatory body and had a staff 
of 2,599 employes, engaged in the work of economic and safety 
regulation of rail and motor carrier transportation. The Au- 
thority, as distinguished from the Administrator, it said, was 
also an independent regulatory body and had a total of 620 
employes (including 61 employes of the Air Safety Board per- 
forming independent investigatory and analytical functions, 
and the proper allocation of the personnel of the common 
service units utilized jointly by it, the Administrator, and the 
Air Safety Board), engaged in the work of economic and 
safety regulation. 

“While the scope of the economic regulation conferred by 
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the civil aeronautics act is substantially the same as that exer- 
cised by the Interstate Commerce Commission, the economic 
regulatory functions of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
affect a much larger number of carriers,” says the letter. “On 
the other hand, every civil aviator and his aircraft are subject 
to much more far reaching and intensive safety regulation than 
is applied to rail, bus, water, or any other form of transpor- 
tation. 

“The function of safety regulation exercised by the Au- 
thority far exceeds in scope and intensity the similar power 
exercised by the Interstate Commerce Commission. . . . The 
safety regulatory powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission extend only to the use and condition of certain pre- 
scribed safety appliances.” 

The letter pointed out that there were additional duties 
and functions imposed on the new agency by the civil aero- 
nautics act which were not required of the Bureau of Air Com- 
merce and the Bureau of Air Mail. 


Cc. A. A. HEARING 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has assigned for hearing, 
April 25, before Examiner R. J. Bartoo, application of Erie 
Isles Airway Co., Inc., for a certificate to engage in the trans- 
portation of mail, passengers and property between Isle St. 
George, O., and Port Clinton, O. 


AIR CERTIFICATE ISSUED 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has ordered issuance of 
a certificate to Western Air Express Corporation authorizing 
transportation of passengers, mail and express between San 
Diego, Calif., and Salt Lake City, Utah, and between Salt Lake 
City, Utah, and Great Falls, Mont. 


CANADIAN AIR LINES OPERATION 


The Civil Aeronautics Authority has advised the Secretary 
of State that it has approved the application of Trans Canada 
Air Lines to fly non-stop 144 miles across the state of Maine, 
in the course of its scheduled operations between Montreal, 
P. Q., and Moncton, N. B. The route to be flown is in a direct 
line between Megantic, P. Q., and Blissville, N. B. 

In its decision the Authority specified that there was to be 
no deviation from this route, except in case of an emergency, 
and that the operation was to be subject to all applicable 
statutes, regulations and air traffic rules of both the United 
States and the state of Maine. The Authority may terminate 
the authorization as the public interest may require. 

Although the Canadian operator had not indicated the 
date on which it planned to institute service, the Authority said 
it had requested complete information on the aircraft, airmen 
and schedules to be employed in the operation. 


MEMBERSHIP IN CONFERENCE 


Treating the complaint in No. 515, Sprague Steamship 
Agency, Inc., vs. A/S Ivarans Rederi et al., as an effort to 
benefit from the good will belonging to the Moore-McCormack 
Lines, Inc. (American Republics Line), the latter has asked the 
Maritime Commission to refuse admission of the complainant 
to the United States/River Plate Brazil Conferences. In the 
circumstances of the present case, the Moore-McCormack Line 
declares that for the Maritime Commission to force the entrance 
of the complainant into the conference is in conflict with the 
statutory mandate to encourage, develop and create an Amer- 
ican merchant marine. 

Moore-McCormack calls attention to the fact that it was 
the successful bidder for the American Republics Line and its 
fleet of ten vessels plus the three luxury liners that were to be 
placed in the new express service between New York and the 
east coast of South America and that the complainant was the 
unsuccessful one. The brief also pointed out that for roughly 
ten years the complainant was managing agent for the Maritime 
Commission. It claims the benefit of whatever good will was 
built up for the American Republics Line by the complainant 
while it was operating that line as the agent of the Commis- 
sion. 

“The complainant now seeks to capitalize whatever skill 
and qualifications it acquired, at government expense plus com- 
pensation for its services, and use the same in the operation of 
foreign ships in competition with the American Republic’s Line 
(American ships) of which it was once agent, but which has 
now been chartered by the Commission to this respondent,” says 
the brief. 

To recognize any validity in the complainant’s prayer, says 
the brief, is to lend countenance to its claim of good will which 
never belonged to it and which its principal, the Maritime Com- 
mission, has transferred to the respondent. The complainant’s 
sole claim to qualification to operate in the trade, adds the 
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brief, arises from its services as agent for a line which the 
commission has chartered to Moore-McCormack. 

“A most ordinary sense of fairness and equity requires that 
the commission shall not help in lessening the value of that 
which it has chartered to this respondent by compelling accept- 
ance by the conferences of the commission’s former agent of 
that same line,” says the brief. 

The brief declares there is a duty and obligation on the 
commission to exercise its regulatory powers concurrently and 
coordinately with the mandate “of encouraging, developing and 
creating a naval auxiliary and naval reserve and a merchant 


marine to meet the requirements of the commerce of the United 
States.” 


RATES ON WHISKEY 


Munson Line, Inc., advised the Maritime Commission April 
8 that the steamship Walter D. Munson would not be chartered 
to Joseph Seagram & Sons, Inc., to load whiskey from Balti- 
more to Pacific coast ports as tentatively agreed on some time 
before that date. The company said that as doubt of the validity 
of its boat charter to a foreign controlled American corpora- 
tion had arisen no such charter would be concluded. Seagram 
& Sons, Inc., also advised the commission that the Walter D. 
oo would not be chartered by it (see Traffic World, April 

Harry S. Brown, of the Intercoastal Steamship Freight As- 
sociation, has filed a protest with the Maritime Commission 
against an application of the Flood Line asking special permis- 
sion to move forward the effective date of its SB-I No. 1 cover- 
ing alcoholic liquors intended for shipment on the Steamer 
Walter D. Munson from Baltimore to the Pacific coast. Mr. 
Brown said he could not believe that the Flood Line tariff 
reflected fully terms and conditions under which the liquor 
would be moved. Raymond O. Flood, vice-president of the 
Flood Line, in a telegram to the commission, referring to Mr. 
Brown’s statement, said he welcomed opportunity to grant per- 
mission to the association’s weighing and inspection bureau or 
any government department to make full investigation as the 
line would give access to all records. Protests against the 
Flood proposal also were received from Swayne & Hoyt, and 
the National Distillers Production Corporation. 

Additional protests against the application of the Flood 
Line were filed by Gulf Intercoastal Conference and Hiram 
Walker and Sons and requests for granting the application 
were filed by Jos. E. Seagrams and Sons and Kentucky Liquor 
Producers Traffic Association. 

The Maritime Commission April 14 authorized the Flood 
Line to publish on ten days’ notice rates on alcoholic liquors 
from Baltimore to Pacific coast ports. 


RIVERS AND HARBORS BILL 


In a letter to Representative Parsons, of Illinois, Chair- 
man Mansfield, of the House committee on rivers and harbors, 
expressed the opinion that a bill authorizing river and harbor 
improvement projects would be reported at this session of 
Congress. 

“As usual,” said Chairman Mansfield, “the railroads are 
opposing waterway improvements, and at this time have a 
particularly energetic and skillful group employed for this 
purpose. It is my opinion that railway officials are short-sighted 
in the matter. In the long run the various forms of transpor- 
tation aid each other. This great country has been developed 
because of improvements in transportation facilities, and our 
waterways should not be permitted to fall behind in progress.” 

Mr. Mansfield included in his letter a long list of projects 
that had been recommended by the army engineers. 


BIDS FOR DISPOSAL OF VESSELS 

The Maritime Commission has announced receipt of bids 
from American Export Lines, Inc., United States Lines Co., and 
United States and Australasia Steamship Co., Inc., in connec- 
tion with proposals for charter or sale of the government’s 
steamship service known as the American Pioneer Line’ and 
its twelve steel cargo vessels. 

United States Lines, the commission said, offered to char- 
ter the twelve vessels on a bareboat basis, monthly, as follows: 
City of Dalhart, $2,296.25; City of Elwood, $2,279; City of Ray- 
ville, $2,262.50; Jeff Davis, $2,295.75; New Orleans, $2,271; 
Potter, $2,250; Sawokla, $2,276.25; Tampa, $2,280; Unicoi, $2,- 
288.75; Ward, $2,252.25; Wichita, $2,286.75 and Yomachichi, 
$2,308.75. That line, it said, proposed to continue operation of 
the vessels on the three services now maintained by the Amer- 
ican Pioneer Line; the Far East service, the India. service, and 
the Australian service. 

The American Export Lines, the commission said, offered 
to charter the vessels New Orleans, Sawokla, Unicoi and Ward, 
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at $1,635.12, $1,638.90, $1,647.90 and $1,621.62 a month, respec- 
tively, or to purchase them at $76,000 each. This bid was with 
respect to the India service. 

Both the United States Lines and the American Export 
Lines’ bids were contingent on receiving an operating differen- 
tial subsidy for two years. 

The United States and Australasia Steamship Co., the com- 
mission said, offered to purchase the good will and going con- 
cern value of the Australian service for $125,000 if granted an 
operating differential subsidy, or for $85,000 without a sub- 
sidy. It offered to put in operation in that service the vessels, 
Charles S. Cramp, Henry S. Grove, Atlantic, Pacific, Lancaster, 
Sagadahoc, and made no offer for the government ships. 


M. C. ARGUMENT 


The Maritime Commission has announced that oral argu- 
ment on exceptions to the proposed report of Examiner R. M. 
Furniss in Nos. 503, 504, and 505, Hind, Rolph & Co., Inc., 
et al. vs. Compagnie Generale TransAtlantique (French Line) 
et al., will be heard by the commission, April 19, in room 2062, 
Department of Commerce building. 


LAKE ERIE-OHIO RIVER CANAL 


The hearing scheduled for April 11 on the proposed Lake 
Erie-Ohio River canal before the House committee on rivers 
and harbors was indefinitely postponed. 


SHIPOWNER LIABILITY 


Hearing on H. R. 2660, limitatiton of shipowner liability, 
scheduled for April 18, has been indefinitely postponed by the 
House Committee on merchant marine and fisheries. 


INTERCOASTAL RATE STRUCTURE 


The Maritime Commission has postponed from April 17 to 
May 15 hearing in No. 514, intercoastal rate structure, before 


Examiner Robert M. Furniss (see Traffic World, April 1, p. 


741). 


PANAMA CANAL TRAFFIC 


In March, 553 ocean-going vessels transited the Panama 
Canal and the tolls thereon amounted to $2,252,156.28, accord- 
ing to a report made by the Governor of the Canal to the 
Secretary of War. In March last year the transits were 506 
and the tolls, $2,015,585.34, while in February this year the 
transits were 501 and the tolls, $1,996,735.66. 

For the nine months ended with March the transits were 
4,422 and the tolls, $17,630,235.82, as compared with 4,127 
transits and tolls of $17,520,314.68 in the corresponding period 
of 1937 and 1938. 


SHIP SUBSIDY BILL 


Senator Bankhead, of Alabma, has introduced S. 2108, a 
bill to amend section 509 of the merchant marine act, 1936, 
to reduce from 25 to 12% per cent of the cost of certain ves- 
sels the down payment on such vessels for which the Maritime 
Commission grants a construction subsidy. The vessels affected 
are those of more than 3,000 gross tons, and capable of a sus- 
tained speed of not less than 14 knots. 


U. S. INTERCOASTAL TRADE 


In the United States intercoastal trade in February there 
were forty-five ships with 159,603 tons of cargo, which transited 
the Panama Canal from the Atlantic to the Pacific, while in 
the reverse direction there were forty-six ships with 338,879 
tons of cargo, according to the Panama Canal record. 


HELMBOLD DIRECTOR NOW 
The Maritime Commission has appointed Gerald H. Helm- 
bold as director of the division of operations and traffic of 
that body. Mr. Helmbold was recently made acting director 
of that division (see Traffic World, April 8, p. 809). He suc- 
— M. L. Wilcox who resigned to return to the United Fruit 
0. 


FLORIDA SHIP CANAL PROJECT 

C. D. Leffler, president of the Miami (Fla.) Chamber of 
Commerce, in a letter to Senator King, of Utah, published in 
the Congressional Record of April 11, asked the senator to 
oppose adoption of the project. 

Disputing a statement by Governor Cone, of Florida, that 
Floridians were wholeheartedly in favor of the project, Mr. 
Leffier said south Florida would face irreparable loss through 
the completion of the canal and “Governor Cone’s statement doeS 
not express the opinion of residents south of the canal.” Con- 
tinuing, he said: 
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After careful investigation, we consistently maintain this project 
would not only endanger our agricultural advancement but also the 
water supply. We feel that this canal would be absolutely ruinous to 
this area, which includes two-thirds of Florida’s population. 

Among other important reasons for this opposition are: 

(a) No demand for this project from shipping interests. 

(b) Negotiations of canal during winter would be difficult because 
of fog and high cross winds. 

(c) Operators of steamship lines say canal would not be used ex- 
tensively. 

(d) Tremendous waste of money. 


MATSON CHARTER APPLICATION WITHDRAWN 


The Maritime Commission has announced that the Matson 
Navigation Co. has withdrawn its application for permission 
to charter the steamship Corrales to D. M. Brodahl Thumbert, 
Inc., H. C. Russell, and O. A. Erdvig, all of Seattle, Wash., for 
service between Pacific coast ports and Alaska. The Commis- 
sion, therefore canceled the hearing on the application set for 
April 10 at Seattle. 


FRUIT FLY QUARANTINE 


The season for harvesting grapefruit under the Mexican 
fruit fly quarantine regulations, which apply to the Texas 
counties of Brooks, Cameron, Hidalgo and Willacy and part 
of Jim Wells county, has been extended to the close of May 
15, according to Lee A. Strong, chief of the Bureau of En- 
tomology and Plant Quarantine of the U. S. Department of 
Agriculture. The harvesting season normally closes under the 
quarantine on April 30. 

In order to insure against spread of infestation all grape- 
fruit harvested in the regulated area after April 11, 1939, must 
be sterilized in manner and by method approved by the chief 
of the bureau. 

The extension of the harvest season for grapefruit and 
the requirement of sterilization for such fruit harvested after 
April 11, 1939, was announced after consultation with the Texas 
state department of agriculture and is concurred in by J. E. 
McDonald, commissioner of agriculture. 

The harvesting season for Valencia oranges closes on June 
_ 1939, as provided in circular B. E. P. Q. 487, dated January 

, 1939. 


FREIGHT STATION SECTION 


The annual session of the freight station section of the 
operating-transportation division, A. A. R. will be held at the 
Stevens Hotel, Chicago, May 10 and 11. The section has not 
held an annual session since 1934. 

The greater part of the session will be devoted to the dis- 
cussion of subjects of vital interest to freight agents. Each sub- 
ject will be presented by one or two representatives selected 
because of their familiarity with it, following which there will 
be an “open forum” discussion, which is hoped and expected 
there will be general participation. 

There will be a dinner Wednesday evening, May 10, in- 
formal, with no speeches. There will be music, entertainment 
and dancing. 

Following is the business program: 


May 10, morning session: (1) 10:00 a. m.—Call to order and open- 
ing remarks—J. T. Gallagher, Chairman, Freight Station Section. (2) 
Address: G. Metzman, Manager, Freight Transportation, New York 
Central System—Chairman, Operating-Transportation Division, A. A. R. 
(3) Address: Col. R. S. Henry, Assistant to President, Association of 
American Railroads. (4) Address: G. R. Littell, Terminal Agent, Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Afternoon session: Committee on Station Traffic, G. R. Littell, 
Chairman, Terminal Agent, B. & O. R. R., presiding. (5) 2:00 p. m. 
—tTraffic solicitation. (6) 3:00 p. m.—Stopping in transit. Committee 
on Station and Terminal Operation, J. P. Moews, Chairman, Agent, 
Illinois Central System, presiding. (7) 3:30 p. m.—Car service and car 
handling—W. C. Kendall, Chairman, Car Service Division, Association 
of American Railroads. (8) 4:00 p. m.—How can we improve method of 
handling L. C. L. freight. 

May 11, morning session: Committee on Station Office Operation, 
W. C. Leitner, Chairman, Agent, C. R. I. & P. Ry., presiding. (10) 
10:00 a. m.—Delay in making returns on C. O. D. shipments by 
railroads. (11) 10:30 a. m.—Use of shipping ticket in lieu of freight 
waybill on L. C. L. traffic. (12) 11:00 a. m.—Pick up and delivery 
service. (13) 11:30 a. m.—Safety first. 

Afternoon session: Committee on Loss and Damage, M. G. Carson, 
Chairman, Jt. Agt., C. C. C. & St. L.-C. & O. Rys., presiding. (14) 
2:00 p. m.—Damage to furniture. (15) 2:30 p. m.—What can be done 
to bring about an improvement in stowing L. C. L. freight at stations 
to eliminate loss and damage. (16) 3:00 p. m.—lInspection of freight 
and preparation of inspection reports. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Questions and Answers 


N this column will be answered questions of both legal and practical 
nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist on inter- 
state commerce law, who is a member of our special service department, 
will give his opinion in answer to any simple question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. The same man, with long experience 
and wide knowledge, will answer questions relating to practical traffic prob- 


lems. We do not desire to take the place of the traffic man but to help him 
in his work. 


The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this column any question, 
legal or traffic, that it may appear to us unwise to answer or that involves a 
situation too complex for the kind of investigation herein contemplated. If a 
more comprehensive answer to a question is desired than is thought proper for 
this column, the department will answer it by letter for a reasonable charge. 


No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions 
from nonsubscribers. 


Address Questions and Answers Department, 
Traffic Service Corporation, Earle Building, Washington, D. C. 
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Tariff Interpretation—Application of Fertilizer Rate on Bone 
Meal 


Missouri.—Question: We received a carload shipment of 
bone meal on which commodity there are two bases applicable, 
one on fertilizer and fertilizer material carried in exception to 
Classification, the other as provided in the classification on 
bone meal. The rate on fertilizer and fertilizer material is 
lower than the basis on the specific articles in the classification. 
If the bone meal is not to be used as fertilizer can the fertilizer 
rate be applied or must the rate on bone meal as carried in the 
classification be used? 


We would appreciate references to decisions of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission or the court dealing with a situa- 
tion of this nature. 


Answer: In its decision in American Salpa Corporation 
vs. Penna. R. Co., 179 I. C. C. 195, the Commission held that 
the fertilizer rate was applicable on a shipment of scrap leather 
which was not to be used in the manufacture of fertilizer, 
stating that the use to which an article is put is not controlling 
in determining the rate applicable on a particular commodity. 
Scrap leather is used in the manufacture of fertilizer but is also 
used for other purposes. 


However, in Darling & Co. vs. N. Y. C. & St. L. R. Co., 213 
I. C. C. 418, the Commission said: 


The general rule of tariff interpretation is that the nature of the 
article shipped, and not the use to which it may be put, determines 
the rate applicable thereon. A commodity may come within two tar- 
iff descriptions such as ‘‘soda ash’’ and ‘‘cleaning compounds’’ on 
which different rates are maintained. If it is shipped and sold as the 
higher-rated commodity, cleaning compounds, the higher rates are 
applicable. J. B. Ford Co. vs. Michigan Central R. Co., 19 I. C. C. 507. 
This rule, however, does not permit a shipper to describe feeding 
tankage as “‘tankage, n. o. i. b. n.”’ in the bill of lading in order to 
obtain a lower rate, even though feeding tankage may be used for the 
same purpose as tankage, n. o. i. b. n. As the Commission said with 
respect to cracklings, Ohio Farm Bureau Federation vs. Ahnapee & 
W. Ry. Co., supra, ‘‘such practice is improper.’’ The ruling of the 
Western Weighing and Inspection Bureau was, therefore, erroneous, 
and any carriers, who under the outhority of that ruling, collected 
fertilizer rates on shipments of feeding tankage should revise. the 
charges thereon. 


Tariff Interpretation—Application of Intermediate Rule 


Alabama.—Question: We have been endeavoring to de- 
termine the correct rate on sugar, carload, originating Bayou 
Goula, La. on the T. & P. R. R. when destined Ripley, Miss. on 
the G. M. & N. The origin which takes Group 2 in Agent 
Emerson’s F. T. 1-N, I. C. C. 265, which tariff does not provide 
for a rate to Ripley, Miss., but does publish rate of 32 cents to 
Middleton, Tenn., which is subject to Rule 27. However, the 
Middleton, Tenn., rate does not show route in connection with 
the T. & P. R. R., although it is so published to apply from 
Group 2 points on this road. In the general routing instruc- 
tions, the tariff reads: 


The rates herein apply via all routes made by use of the lines of 
any of the carriers parties to this tariff, except as otherwise specifically 
provided in tariff, or as specifically provided in individual rate items 
or in connection with individual rate. 


As there are no routes published to Middleton, Tenn., from 
T. & P. stations, taking Group 2, it is my contention that the 
rate from Group 2 stations to Middleton, Tenn., will apply in 
connection with the T. & P. via all available routes via carriers 
parties to the tariff, and the G. M. & N. is party to the tariff, 
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therefore, the Middleton, Tenn., rate can be protected at Ripley, 
Miss., via T. & P. R. R., New Orleans, La., G. M. & N. 

We will appreciate your advice and interpretation of the 
question. 

Answer: The application of the rate of 32 cents per 100 
pounds published to Middleton, Tenn., at Ripley, Miss., under 
the provisions of the intermediate rule published in Agent 
Emerson’s Tariff No. 1-N I. C. C. No. 265, is dependent upon 
whether, under the routing instructions published in this tariff 
the rate to Middleton, Tenn., applies via a route which includes 
the line of the G. M. & N. If so, the 32-cent rate will apply. 
In that connection it is to be observed that there is specific 
routing in this tariff to Middleton, Tenn. 


Freight Charges, Liability for 


Pennsylvania.—Question: On September 30, 1938, we had 
an interstate shipment made from point A to point B, consigned 
to the order of the shipper at point B, notify ourselves at point 
C. On October 3 we sent the freight agent at point B instruc- 
tions to deliver this shipment to our customer upon payment 
of all charges and if order shipment upon surrender of bill of 
lading. On October 4 the agent acknowledged receipt of our 
instructions and advised that the shipment would be delivered 
to our customer as instructed. 

We now find that this customer is in bankruptcy and the 
carriers are looking to us for payment of freight charges. We 
feel, in view of the instructions given the agent, they were 
negligent in not collecting charges before delivering shipment. 

We believe this case comes under the jurisdiction of the 
Federal Courts and if you can furnish us with a parallel case 
supporting our contention it will be appreciated. 

Answer: The consignor, as the party from whom the 
goods are received for shipment, ordinarily assumes the obliga- 
tion to pay the full amount of the freight charges, although he 
may relieve himself of the liability by signing the stipulation 
on the bill of lading referred to in sec. 7. L. & N. vs. Central 
Iron & Coal Co., 265 U. S. 59. 44 S. Ct. 441. On the other hand, 
the consignee, by accepting the goods, becomes liable for the 
full amount of the freight charges whether they are demanded 
at the time of delivery or not until later. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. 
Co. vs. Fink, 250 U. S. 577, 40 S. Ct. 27. 

The contract of the consignor and that of the consignee 
are not considered to be inconsistent with each other; each is 
an original contract based on a sufficient consideration. 


In the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case first mentioned above, there are numerous expres- 
sions which seem to point to the conclusion that the consignor 
can be held for freight charges, unless it appears from the bill 
of lading or otherwise, that the carrier did not intend to look 
to the consignor for its charges. 

There is no contractual relation between the carrier and 
the consignee or order notify party by the mere designation 
of such party as consignee or order notify party, which obligates 
him to receive the goods or to pay the freight charges, and 
that party is not liable therefor in the absence of an agreement, 
express or implied. New Jersey Central R. Co. vs. MacCartney 
(N. J.), 52 Atl. 575; Davis vs. Allen (S. C.), 117 S. E. 547; R. 
Co. vs. Evans (Mo.), 228 S. W. 853; R. Co. vs. Townsend (N. J.), 
100 Atl. 855. 

It appears that your company was not shown in the bill of 
lading other than as the notify party. 

While we are unable to locate decisions which are spe- 
cifically in point, it has been held that the party who recon- 
signs a shipment is liable for freight charges, notwithstanding 
he specifies that freight charges are to be collected from the 
party to whom the shipment is reconsigned or delivered under 
his instructions. See, Atchison, T. & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. Hunt 
Bros. Fruit Co., 34 Fed. (2d) 582; Wabash Ry. Co. vs. Horn, 
40 Fed. (2d) 905; New York Cent. R. Co., vs. Frank H. Buck 
Co., 34 Pac. (2d) 1012; New York Cent. R. Co. vs. Brown, 274 
N. W. 715, and New York Cent. R. Co. vs. Guyan Coal & Coke 
Co., 274 N. W. 718. 

Under the principle of these decisions, your company is 
liable for the freight charges, and this is also true of the party 
shown in the bill of lading as the shipper, unless the provisions 
of paragraph 7 of the Bill of Lading Contract Terms and Condi- 
tions were observed by the signing of the stipulation on the 
face of the bill of lading that freight charges were to be col- 
lected from the party to whom the shipment is delivered. 


Damages—Measure of—Shipment Moving to Foreign 
Destination 


New York.—Question: A reply to the following question 
will be appreciated. It deals with the proper basis for settle- 
ment of claims. 

We ship from inland points via New York, to South Africa. 
Two sets of invoices are issued. One set covers purely internal 
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prices that we bill our London office, which is the factory value 
plus 10%. The other set shows much higher selling prices, 
and is sent to our dealers in South Africa for customs and duty 
purposes. This latter set shows a discount. 

In case such rail shipments are lost in transit between 
Pittsburgh and New York, what is your opinion of the value 
for claim purposes? If it is the selling price in South Africa, 
is the railroad entitled to the discount shown? 

: If freight charges have been prepaid, is that collectible 
also? 

Answer: The Supreme Court of the United States has held 
that the Carmack and Cummins amendments do not apply to a 
shipment from a point in the United States to a non-adjacent 
foreign country, nor to that portion of the transportation which 
takes place within the United States. Missouri Pac. R. Co. vs. 
Porter, 273 U. C. 341, 47 S. Ct. 383; Union Pac. R. Co. vs. 
Burke, 255 U. S. 317, 41 S. Ct. 283; H. J. Baker & Bro. vs. 
Motorship “Ferncliff,” decided March 27, 1939. 

Under the latter decision, a bill of lading provision fixing 
the measure of damage is valid, therefore, a bill of lading 
provision should be taken into consideration should the ship- 
ments move on bills of lading which contain a provision with 
respect to the measure of damage. If the bills of lading do 
not contain such provision, it would appear that the general 
rule that damages are to be based upon the destination value at 
the time of delivery, if the goods are damaged, or at the time 
they should have been delivered if lost or destroyed. The 
Caledonier, 60 Fed. (2d) 562; Cabo Villano, 18 Fed. (2) 220; 
Bank of California vs. International Mercantile M. Co., 40 Fed 
(2) 78. 


Routing and Misrouting—Conflict Between Marks on Package 
and Address of Bill of Lading 


Illinois—Question: In your answer to New York appear- 
ing on page 679 of the March 25, 1939, issue of the Traffic 
World under the above caption, you made the following state- 
ment: “The Commission has held that, in case of conflict, the 
marks on the package, and not the destination in the bill of 
lading, controls the routing of the shipment.” In support of 
this statement you list a number of I. C. C. decisions. 

In checking back over this subject, I find that you have 
previously answered this question in a different manner. In 
your answer to Ohio appearing on page 192 of the August 4, 
1934, issue of the Traffic World under the heading of “Liability 
of Carrier for Loss of Shipment Where Conflict Exists Between 
Marks on the Package and Address on Bill of Lading,” you 
made the following statement: “So far as the question of 
liability of a carrier for mis-delivery where there is a conflict 
between ‘the bill of lading and the marks on the package is 
concerned, it seems apparent * * * that as the bill of lading 
constitutes the contract between the parties, the provisions 
thereof govern in determining the duty of the carrier in making 
delivery of such a shipment.” In support of this answer you 
have listed a number of Supreme Court as well as District 
Court decisions. 

Inasmuch as these two answers apparently contradict one 
another, I would appreciate your advising whether the opinion 
of the courts or the opinion of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission would be controlling. 


Answer: The decisions of the Commission referred to in 
our answer to New York, on page 679 of the March 25, 1939, 
Traffic World, under the above caption, covers the liability of 
a carrier for misrouting, as to which the jurisdiction of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission is exclusive, in that the courts 
may not be resorted to until the administrative question has 
been determined by the Commission. Northern Pacific Ry. vs. 
Solum, 247 U. S. 477, 38 S. Ct. 550. 

The decisions referred to in our answer to Ohio, on page 
192 of the August 3, 1934, Traffic World, under the caption 
“Liability of Carrier for Loss of Shipment Where Conflict 
Exists Between Marks on the Package and Address on Bill of 
Lading,” on the other hand, relate to the liability of a carrier 
in damages for the value of a shipment which has been mis- 
delivered, as to which question the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has no jurisdiction. 


Tariff Interpretation—Specific Classification Rating Versus 
General Classification Exception Rating 


Pennsy!vania.—Question: We recently received a shipment 
of glass battery jars, not exceeding five gallons in capacity, 
shipped us from the manufacturer in the western part of Penn- 
sylvania. Against this shipment the carrier applied a third 
class rating in accordance with Consolidated Freight Classifica- 
tion No. 12, Item 19, page 191. We contend shipment should 
be rated at Class 55 in accordance with W. S. Curlett’s Tariff 
No. 90-E, I. C. C. A-596, Exceptions to Official Classification, 
Item 4090, page 209. 
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We feel this item in the Exceptions applies due to the 
general terms of the description used and also due to the omis- 
sion of the term N. O. I. B. N. following the word “jars.” This, 
in our interpretation, permits the application of the item on 
any shipment of glass jars whether specifically indexed in the 
Classification or not. : 

We will appreciate having the benefit of your opinion in 
this question together with any Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion decision covering this subject. 

Answer: In Thilmany Pulp & Paper Company vs. Nelson 
& Albemarle Ry. Co., 104 I. C. C. 186, the Commission held that 
the fact that the classification description more specifically de- 
scribes the article shipped does not prevent the commodity 
rate from applying, citing Grosjean Rice Milling Co. vs. Director 
General, 89 I. C. C. 395, 396, in which case the Commission 
held that where an article is clearly embraced within the 
generic commodity description, and neither the tariff nor 
governing classification discloses a contrary intention, the 
Commission had found the commodity rate applicable, even 
though the classification description was more specific (Frost 
& Co. vs. Director-General, 57 I. C. C. 755). This has also been 
the finding of the Commission even though the particular article 
was not in contemplation when the commodity item was framed. 
See Texas State Highway Department vs. Director General, 69 
1. C. C. 220. 

In Electric Machinery Mfg. Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. 
Ry. Co., 159 I. C. C. 291, the Commission held that a commodity 
rate item applying on machinery and machines N. O. I. B. N., 
would apply on a shipment of electric motors, even though they 
were specifically rated in the classification. It was held that 
the description N. O. I. B. N. as used in the commodity tariff, 
referred to machinery and machines not otherwise indicated by 
name in the commodity tariff and would include electric 
motors. 

The same principle should apply where a rating in the 
classification exception sheet is broad enough in its application 
to include a commodity which is specifically rated in the classi- 
fication proper. We do not, however, locate decisions of the 
Commission so holding. 

Sale of Goods By Carrier for Freight Charges 

Illinois—Question: The Railroad Company in February 
1937, sold a carload of sawdust at public auction only 24 days 
after notice of refusal had been given. The car was properly 
advertised. We were notified on January 18, 1937, and the car 
was sold on February 11, even though we did not relinquish 
our rights. As a matter of fact, we were actively negotiating 
with several parties for the sale of the car of sawdust. 


Please advise whether the Railroad Company has the right 
to act contrary to Section 4 (b) of the bill of lading and 
whether they may collect from us for the demurrage charges 
accrued less the salvage obtained. We are willing to pay for 
the freight charges. 

Answer: With respect to the sale of nonperishable prop- 
erty by a carrier for its freight charges, paragraph (b) of 
section 4 of the Uniform Bill of Lading provides: 


Where nonperishable property which has been transported to 
destination hereunder is refused by consignee or the party entitled 
to receive it, or said consignee or party entitled to receive it fails to 
receive it within 15 days after notice of arrival shall have been duly 
sent or given, the carrier may sell the same at public auction to the 
highest bidder, at such place as may be designated by the carrier; 
provided, that the carrier shall have first mailed, sent or given to 
the consignor notice that the property has been refused or remains 
unclaimed, as the case may be, and that it will be subject to sale 
under the terms of the bill of lading if disposition be not arranged 
for, and shall have published notice containing a description of the 
property, the name of the party to whom consigned, or, if shipped 
order notify the name of the party to be notified, and the time and 
place of sale, once a week for two successive weeks, in a newspaper 
of general circulation at the place of sale or nearest place where such 
newspaper is published; provided, that 30 days shall have elapsed 
before publication of notice of sale after said notice that the property 
was refused or remains unclaimed was mailed, sent, or given. 


Prior to the incorporation of the above provisions in the 
Uniform Bill of Lading the sale of refused or unclaimed goods 
by a carrier for its freight charges was governed by the statute 
of the state in which the sale was made. The above quoted 
sections of the bill of lading presumably have the effect of 
setting aside the statutes of the several states in so far as the 
sale of goods for freight charges is concerned. 

Where a carrier waives prepayment and the consignee 
refuses to take the goods and pay the transportation charges 
and the carrier in strict conformity of law, sells the goods to 
enforce its lien for freight charges, and there still remains 
a balance due, the consignor is liable to the carrier therefor, 
and this liability of the consignor under such circumstances, 
applies, it has been held, as much to a charge for demurrage 
and storage as to freight or other lawful charges which the 
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carrier is bound to collect. See Jelks vs. Philadelphia, etc. R. 
Co., 80 S. E. 216; Bewley-Darst Coal Co. vs. W. & A. R. Co., 87 
S. E. 702; B. Y. O. vs. Luella Coal & Coke Co, 81 S. E. 1044; 
Pa. R. Co. vs. Kemmers, 75 Pa. Super. Ct. 588; Central R. R. 
of N. J. vs. Berry, 165 N. Y. S. 1041; Pa. Co. vs. W. A. Fraser, 
175 Ill. App. 645. 

Furthermore, there are statutory provisions in the several 
states which make the owner likable for the balance due for 
freight charges where goods are sold by a carrier for its 
charges. See, for instance, section 2600 of the Civil Code of 
1912 of the State of South Carolina. 

Paragraphs (b) and (c) of section 4 of the Uniform Bill of 
Lading Contract Terms and Conditions, however, govern the 
sale of refused or unclaimed goods in so far as interstate ship- 
ments are concerned. 

It has been held that goods should be sold in conformity 
with the provisions of the law and after the expiration of the 
time during which they should be held for account of the 
owner. See Norfolk Southern Railroad Co. vs. New Bern 
Iron Works & Supply Co., 174 N. C. 188. See, also, Davis vs. 
Adams, 295 Fed. 890; Erie R. R. Co. vs. Kieser & Sons, Inc., 
211 N. Y. S. 362, and Davis vs. Smutzinger, 281 Fed. 640. 

Whether the sale of the goods prior to the expiration of 
the 30-day period provided in the bill of lading constitutes 
conversion of the shipment by the carrier, has not, so far as 
we can find, been the subject of a decision of the courts. 





Doings of the Traffic Clubs 





The Junior Traffic Club of Chicago broke all attendance 
records at its fifteenth annual banquet at the Palmer House 
April 13, There were 1,946 at table. This is the largest traffic 
club dinner held outside of New York. The club has the larg- 
est resident membership in the country also—over 1,200. The 
dinner was orderly and moved with precision. It had a mili- 
tary touch in the decorations and ceremonies, due to the fact 
that the speaker was Major General Stanley H. Ford, Sixth 
Corps Area, U. S. Army, who talked about the national defense. 
The invocation was by the Rev. H. H. Goodell, Brainerd Com- 
munity Church. Retiring President H. W. Coffman presided, 
finally turning the gavel over to John Middleton, the new presi- 
dent. A Chicago Herald and Examiner “extra” with news of 
the proceedings was distributed among the diners. After the 
program there was a vaudeville entertainment. 





The Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce Forum has invited 
members of the local traffic club to hear Lachlan Macleay, 
president of the Mississippi Valley Association, talk on “mid- 
western economic problems, April 18. 

The Transportation Club of Rochester Chamber of Com- 
merce is sponsoring a perfect shipping month program April 
18, 19 and 20. For a general meeting the evening of April 20, 
at the Chamber of Commerce, the following is the program: 
“The National Loss and Damage Problem and the April Cam- 
paign,” R. A. Fasold, Special Representative, Freight Claim 
Division, Association of American Railroads, Chicago, Ill.; “Why 
the Shipper and Receiver Should Be Vitally Interested,” Oscar 
G. Meyer, traffic manager, Yawman & Erbe Mfg. Co., Rochester, 
N. Y.; “New Container Developments—The Value of a Good 
Container,’ Edward Dahill, chief engineer, Freight Container 
Bureau, Association of American Railroads, New York City; 
“What Can Station Forces Do?” E. J. Huggler, freight house 
foreman, Pennsylvania Railroad, Rochester, N. Y.; “What the 
Railroads Are Doing,” F. G. Love, superintendent, property pro- 
tection, New York Central System, New York City; Question 
Period. There will be a display of containers in the Chamber 
of Commerce lounge all three days. On the afternoon of April 
20 Mr. Dahill will be available for consultation. 

George M. Stayart, assistant to the general traffic manager, 
General Box Company, Chicago, who has undertaken for the 
state of Illinois preliminary work looking toward the forma- 
tion of an institute of traffic management, says the response 
to his letter in The Traffic World of March 18 has been gratify- 
ing. “My immediate objective,” he says, “is the formation of a 
committee to be made up of representatives of traffic clubs in 
Illinois. A meeting will be held at which the various plans 
already in existence will be presented for discussion. Each group 
can present its views and then a tentative bill will be drawn 
to include all features on which we have agreed. This tentative 
plan will be presented to the members of the various traffic 
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clubs by their representatives. At our second meeting it is 
hoped that we can adopt a bill to be presented to the Illinois 
legislature. Chicago is the transportation headquarters of the 
world. We feel that any bill that is satisfactory to Illinois traffic 
managers will be almost certain to obtain the approval of other 
interested states. According to a letter from Mr. Keeling, April 
2, more than 30 states are forming similar organizations. Our 
first meeting will be held May 1 at the Great Northern Hotel, 
Chicago, Illinois, at 7:30 p. m. The following organizations have 
already either appointed committees or indicated that they will 
be represented: The Alumni Association of the College of Ad- 
vanced Traffic, The Calumet District Transportation Club, the 
Clearing Cicero Traffic Conference, the Illinois Territory Indus- 
trial Traffic Club, the Trafficmen’s Association of America, and 
the Traffic Association of South Water Market. The Traffic Club 
of Chicago and the Junior Traffic Club of Chicago are expected 
to take action at their April directors’ meetings. F. A. Keeling, 
of Bellevue, Ky., and G. W. Hoel, of La Crosse, Wis., have indi- 
cated that they will be present. The meeting is open to all but 
I would appreciate some advance notice as to attendance so 
that suitable quarters can be arranged. Traffic clubs from 
surrounding states are especially urged to send representatives.” 





At the meeting of the Oakland Traffic Club April 18, at 
the Athens Athletic Club, there will be a talk by Mr. Scott 
Weakley, production manager, Radio Station KROW, who will 
relate experiences in connection with his daily broadcast, “The 
Man on the Street.” He will be introduced by Jackson H. 
Crowley, district agent, American Hawaiian Steamship Com- 
pany. Following his talk, the sound film, “This Railroad Busi- 
ness,” will be presented. C. C. Cather, supervisor of railroad 
retirement research of the Southern Pacific, will touch on 
some of the highlights of this film as they relate to local trans- 
portation and problems. 





At the April 10 luncheon meeting of the New Orleans Traffic 
Club, “Railroad Day,” marked by the showing of the motion pic- 
ture, “This Railroad Business,’’ new members were reminded that 
the club’s educational committee, of which J. J. Kornfeld is 
chairman, conducts a free traffic class each Thursday eve- 
ning. There will be a traffic club golf and horse shoe pitching 
tournament on May 4. The Frisco Flashes, with Fay Edmond- 
son as captain, emerged as champions of the 1938-39 traffic 
club bowling tournament. The traffic club members will be 
guests of William G. Zetzmann, president of Zets 7Up Bottling 
Company, the evening of April 19 with entertainment, re- 
freshments, and dancing scheduled. 





Traffic men of Casper, Wyoming, railroads, motor carriers, 
and shippers—have organized a traffic club and meet the sec- 
ond Monday of each month. Two meetings have been held 
for organization purposes with attendance of thirty. Paul D. 
Taylor, traffic manager of the Casper Shippers’ Traffic Bureau, 
has been named as temporary chairman. O. C. Wallace, D. F. 
& P. A. of the Burlington is chairman of the program com- 
mittee. Jack Shortley of the Gallagher Transfer Company, is 
chairman of the entertainment committee. A study class, using 
the lessons of the Transportation Club of Des Moines, is being 
formed. 





At the April 21 monthly meeting of the Winston-Salem 
Traffic Club, the speaker will be Ed Scheidt, special investi- 
gator, F. B. I., for the Carolinas Division. 


W. I. Gates, district traffic manager, Penn. Central Air 
Lines, was the speaker at the dinner meeting of the York 
Traffic Club April 13. There was an open forum discussion. 








The Traffic Club of New England had its members’ spring 
vaudeville frolic at the Copley-Plaza Hotel, Boston, the eve- 
ning of April 13. 





The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold its April stag party at 
the Elks’ Club April 18. 





Members of the Transportation Club of St. Paul visited 
the Twin City sewage treatment plant April 11. Luncheon 
was served at the plant. 





At the April 13 meeting of the Traffic Club of Minneap- 
olis, Howard Kahn, associate editor, St. Paul Dispatch-Pio- 
neer Press, talked about the “freedom of the press.” At the 
“traffic talk’ meeting the evening of April 10, the Lea bill was 
discussed, with Lou Hoskins leading. 





The Birmingham Traffic and Transportation Club will 
make its tenth annual industrial tour April 25 to Anniston, Ala. 
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William J. Rushton, president of the Protective Life Insurance 
Company, will be the speaker at the luncheon April 18. 





The Omaha Transportation Club of Des Moines will ob- 
serve “Omaha night” at its dinner meeting April 17. 





The Omaha Traffic Club will have a “golden spike dance” 
at the Fontenelle Hotel April 20. 





At the dinner and meeting of the Traffic Club of Denver 
April 14 perfect shipping month was the subject. F. S. Robin- 
son, freight claim agent, the Burlington, was scheduled as a 
speaker. The motion picture, “This Railroad Business,” was 
shown. 

The educational committee is cooperating with the Denver 
school board in presenting a course on freight traffic at the 
Emily Griffith Opportunity School. Enrollment took place at 
the school April 14. The committee is under the direction of 
H. Morrison and F. J. Rebhan. 





The nominating committee of the Bridgeport Traffic Asso- 
ciation has named the following slate of officers and executive 
committee members: President, James Stuart, Stanley Works; 
vice-president, Albert Smith, Crane Company; secretary, Al- 
pheus Winter, Manufacturers Association; treasurer, John Sed- 
lock, Bryant Electric Company. For executive committee: 
J. F. McDevitt, General Electric Co.; O. S. Solomonson, Bridge- 
port Brass Co.; Harold W. Browne, Yale & Towne Mfg. Co.; 
W. V. Goldeman, Jenkins Bros. Co.; Harry Jacobson, Harvey 
Hubbell, Inc. Railroad night will be observed April 17 at the 
Stratfield Hotel, Bridgeport, Conn. The railroads carriers 
have arranged a program in the lighter vein. 





The Dallas Traffic Club had a “Perfect Shipping and Care- 
ful Handling” luncheon April 10. April 12, in the auditorium 
of the Dallas Gas Building, the study club, in conjunction with 
the local railroad agents association, had a meeting in which 
all users of transportation were invited to participate. 








At the annual dinner meeting and election of the Central 
Ohio Traffic Club, held in Marion, O., April 11, the following 
officers were elected: President, W. J. Brennan, G.A., C. R. R. 
of N. J.-Reading Co., Cleveland, O.; first vice-president, R. M. 
Boffenmyer, T.M., Dr. Hess & Clark, Inc., Ashland, O.; sec- 
ond vice-president, C. D. Smith, T. F.A., L. & N. R. R. Com- 
pany, Cleveland, O.; secretary-treasurer, R. L. Alger, T.M., 
Ohio Brass Company, Mansfield, O. Board of governors: C. A. 
Crim, agent, Erie Railroad Co., Marion, O.; C. I. Howman, 
T. M., The Galion All Steel Body Co., Galion, O.; J. R. Livsey, 
T. F.A., Union Pacific Railroad, Cincinnati, O.; E. L. Morgan, 
T. M., Ohio Seamless Tube Co., Shelby, O.; J. E. Young, agent, 
Pennsylvania Railroad, Mansfield, O.; Geo. A. Swineford, T. M., 
Empire Sheet & Tin Plate Co., Mansfield, O. 


The Advance Traffic Club (Chas. and Dick) announce that 
their fourth annual golf tournament and jamboree will be held 
at Hodge (Advance), La., on May 9, 10 and 11. This is said to 
be the only two-man traffic club since the one at Battle Creek, 
Mich., of several years ago. 


At the meeting of the Calumet Transportation Association 
held at Cape Cod Inn, March 15, the following officers were 
elected: President, J. E. Freeman; vice-president, B. J. Mo- 
sak; secretary-treasurer, L. E. Gardner. Board of directors, 
C. W. Haight, C. W. Hester, A. N. Worstel, C. E. Hoople, R. R. 
Huggins, R. W. Hopes. The speakers were J. K. Burke, whose 
subject was “Policing the Motor Transport Industry,” and A. 
Kelly, who discussed import and export shipments. The next 
—s. will be held at the Jockey Club in East Chicago, 
April 19. 










Laura E. Armitage, assistant director, public relations 
department, Chesapeake and Ohio, addressed the Women’s 
Traffic Club of Detroit at the April 12 meeting at Clayton’s 
Restaurant. Miss Armitage is also co-editor of the C. & O. 
Lines Magazine, which got first place and a certificate of award 
for outstanding excellence in the employes’ magazine contest 
conducted by the National Safety Council in 1938. Mrs. Clerk 
entertained with recitations. 
















A meeting of the Traffic Club of Washington, D. C., will 
be held at the Mayflower Hotel, Thursday evening, April 20th. 
Bertram D. Hulen, correspondent of the New York Times, 
will be the guest speaker. 














‘The Motor City Traffic Club will have a buffet supper 
April 24 at Aztec Tower. Afterwards there will be a program 
of entertainment. 
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RAILWAY REVENUE 


The Traffic World Washington Bureau 


Preliminary reports from 88 Class I railroads, represent- 
ing 81.9 per cent of total operating revenues, received by the 
Association of American Railroads, show that they, in March, 
had estimated operating revenues of $257,898,504 compared 
with $231,876,934 in March of 1938, and $370,168,402 in the 
same month of 1930. 


TRANSPORTATION AS A PROFESSION 


Dr. G. Lloyd Wilson, professor of transportation and pub- 
lic utilities at the University of Pennsylvania, now engaged 
on special work at the Federal Communications Commission, 
was the principal speaker at the meeting of the Federal Trans- 
portation Association at Washington, April 11, his topic being 
“transportation as a profession,” with a suggestion that there 
be organized a profession association known as the American 
Institute of Traffic Management, sponsored by traffic and trans- 
portation organizations already in the industry, and considered 
the educational and professional auxiliary of all recognized 
transportation and traffic managerial association, composed of 
fellows, members, associate members and student members. 


As the source of what he was saying Dr. Wilson referred 
to his “Traffic Management as a Vocation,” Traffic World, De- 
cember 3, 1930. 


The association conducted a quiz on terminology a traffic 
man must know, the prize a free triv to the world’s fair at 
New York being awarded to M. D. Clarke, transportation man 
of the Federal Surplus Commodities Corporation. The asso- 
ciation is conducting a fair tour May 19. 
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You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—liItems in the docket marked with an asterisk (*) have 
been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. New assign- 
ments now on the Commission’s docket of dates later than herein 
shown will not bear asterisks when they do appear. Current cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this docket will be noted elsewhere. 


April 17—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Corcoran: 
MC 66836, Sub. 1—Turner Transfer, Floydada, Tex., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 
April 17—Atlantic City, N. 
Archer: 
27969—Agwilines, Inc. (Clyde-Mallory Lines) et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 


April 17—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 10368—E. E. Hendrix, Inc., Baltimore, certificate or permit. 


April 17—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 90954—J. Goldstein, Boston, certificate or permit. 
MC 95229—Martel’s Express, Salem, Mass., certificate. 
MC 95398—W. B. Kent, North Andover, Mass., certificate. 
April 17—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 13. 
MC 89557—H. Grote Cartage Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill., permit. 
MC 90141—Grand Motor Transportation, River Grove, IIl., certificate 
or permit. 


April 17—Chicago, I!1.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 17: 
MC 52365, Sub. 1—Hulcher Service Lines, Virden, Ill., permit to ex- 
tend operations. 


April 17—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 89979—Schmittou & Sons, Lavina, Mont., certificate. 


April 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—U. S. Court—Examiner King: 

28000, Sub. 12—Application of Wabash for approval of proposed 
modification of systems or devices under section 26(b) of the in- 
terstate commerce act. 

April 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 21 and Examiner 
Hinely: 

MC-F 823—Motor Freight Corp., purchase, Southern Freight Lines, 
Inc. 

MC-F 826—Consolidated Express Lines, Inc., purchase, D. P. Daum. 


April 17—Lincoin, Neb.—U. S. Court—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 89772—E. C. Lauber, Shickley, Neb., certificate. 


April 17—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 40858, Sub. 2—Silver Fleet Motor Express, Inc., Louisville, Ky., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 17—Memphis, Tenn.—Peabody Hotel—Examiner Bradford: 

1. & S. M-616—Cotton and linters, Memphis, Tenn., to St. Louis, Mo. 
April 17—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 3097—Lenzmeier Truck Line, Wahpeton, N. D., 

permit. 


April 17—Norfolk, Va.—Monticello Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 15089—Motor Freight Service, Norfolk, license. 
1. & S. M-645—Proportional rates between Norfolk and Richmond. 


April 17—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Snider: 
1. & S. 4605—Groceries between Oregon and Washington. 
April 17—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 

MC 95296—P. Lorsbach, Hardin, IIl., certificate. 
MC 95311—N. A. Simmons, Texico, IIl., certificate. 


April 17—St. Paul, Minn.—State Comm.—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-619—Thrun Truck Line, commodities in Minn. and Wis. 


April 17—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 89861—W. J. Scott, Gouverneur, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 92444—Smith & Frazier Transportation Co., Watertown, N. Y., 
certificate or permit. 


J.—Mariborough-Blenheim Hotel—Examiner 


certificate or 


April 17—Toledo, O.—New Secor Hotel—Examiner Messer: 
MC 82593—Eaton Driveaway Co., Toledo, certificate or permit. 
MC 49090, Sub. 1—Viers Truck Line, Woodville, O., permit to extend 
operations. 


April 17—Tulsa, Okla.—Mayo Hotel—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 43163, Sub. 1—B. & B. Supply Co., Tulsa, certificate to extend 
operations. 


April 17—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Splawn and Examiners 
Carter and Haden: 
Ex Parte 127—Status of public stockyard companies. 


April 17—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
Mc 50026—Arkansas Motor Coaches, Ltd., 
plication. 


April 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Rice: 
1. & S. 4581—Candy, Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
MC C-108—Candy and confectionery. Reading, Pa., to Baltimore, Md. 
Ex Parte 130—Candy and confectionery by rail, Hershey, Pa., to 
Baltimore, Md. 
MC C-118—Candy and confectionery by motor carrier, Hershey, Pa., 
to Baltimore, Md. 


April 18—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Jt. Bd. 214: 


MC 35320, Sub. 2—Dalby Motor Freight Lines, Lubbock, Tex., cer- 
tificate. 


Inc., common carrier ap- 
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April 18—Baltimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 93821—M. W. Bell, Keymar, Md., certificate. 
MC 93998—Koch Transfer, Baltimore. 


April 18—Chicago, IIl.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 17: 
MC 90037—Al’s Motor Service, Chicago, certificate or permit. 
MC 94385—H. Osenga, Riverdale, Ill., permit. 


April 18—Columbus, O.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 57 and 60: 
MC 27962, Subs. 1 and 2—Petroleum Transport, Inc., Lansing, Mich., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 18—Fort Smith, Ark.—Hotel Goldman—Examiner Simmons: 
1. & S. M-597—Sugar, Little Rock, Ark., to southwestern Mo. 


April 18—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Examiner Olentine: 
MC 95646—Brent’s Moving & Storage, Helena, certificate. 


April 18—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 24: 
MC 89651—H. G. Martinson, Rothsay, Minn., certificate. 
MC 92950—Wolverton Dray Line, Wolverton, Minn., certificate. 


April 18—Raleigh, N. C.—Sir Walter Hotel—Examiner Werner: 
MC 93943—Wayne Motor Lines, Mount Olive, N. C., certificate. 


18—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
95374—C. Smith, Greenville, Ill., certificate. 

95383—-O. Bradley, St. Louis, certificate. 

95419—E. Pruitt, St. Louis, certificate. 


April 18—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 22334—Onondaga Freight Corporation, New York, N. Y., certif- 
icate or permit. 


April 18—Toledo, O.—New Secor Hotel—Examiner Messer: 
MC 43461, Sub. 1—Soldier Bros. Auto Body Transit Lines, Toledo, 
permit to extend operations. 
MC 66657, Sub. 1—J. Duffey Trucking Co., Monroe, Mich., permit to 
extend operations. 


April 18—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 

28042—-Pine Grove Tanning Co. vs. Reading et al. 

MC 16 and Sub. 1—Virginia Dare Transportation Co., Manteo, N. C., 
common carrier application and extension of operations, Elizabeth 
City. 

MC 173—Abbt Motor Transportation Co., Cambridge, Mass., contract 
carrier application. 


April 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Way and Job: 
Fourth section application 17573—Coke to Portland District, Me. 


April 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Bardwell: 
Fourth section application 13560 et al.—Class and commodity rates 
within, through, and from and to southwestern territory. 


April 19—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Jt. Bd. 214: 
MC 100024—W. H. Woodlief, Amarillo, certificate. 


19—Balitimore, Md.—State Comm.—Examiner Sullivan: 

20389—C. E. Turnbaugh, Owings Mills, Md., certificate or permit. 
37078—Oriole Motor Coach Line, Baltimore, certificate. 
100116—C. W. Coomes, Baltimore, permit. 


19—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
66691—-Turner’s Transfer, Greensboro, certificate or permit. 


19—Helena, Mont.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 123: 
89944—-R. O. Rutter, Gardiner, Mont., permit. 
100019—H. P. Bean, Gardiner, Mont., certificate. 


19—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 36: 
89626—G. Brotherton, Carrollton, Mo., permit. 
89740—Trumble Trucking Service, Tracy, Mo., certificate. 
95711—-S. P. Freeman & Son, Salisbury, Mo., certificate. 


19—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 217: 
89538—F. Matthews, Ashdown, Ark., permit. 
95762—G. A. Hill, Ratcliffe, Ark., certificate 
MC 100034—W. S. Gage, Barling, Ark., permit. 


April 19—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bds. 142 and 24: 
MC 89647—Frederic Farmers Cooperative Exchange, Frederic, Wis., 
certificate. 
MC 94415—Crosby Truck Service, Fosston, Minn., certificate or per- 
mit. 


April 19—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Examiner Clifford: 
MC-F 763—Pacific Motor Trucking Co., control, Pacific Truck Ex- 
press. 


April 19—Portland, Ore.—Multnomah Hotel—Jt. Bd. 172: 
MC-F 845—Oregon Motor Stages, purchase, G. H. Lewis. 


April 19—Schenectady, N. Y.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Naftalin: 
1. & S. M-634—Coffee—Hoboken, N. J., to Albany, N. Y. 


April 19—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95436—C. H. Doscher, Philadelphia, Mo., certificate. 
MC 95469—W. Diefenbach, Sparta, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95510—K. J. Sellers, Hobson, Mo., certificate. 
MC F-834—F. W. Strecker and F. W. Strecker, Jr., purchase, A. H. 
Bock. 


April 19—St. Louis, Mo.—Coronado Hotel—Examiner King: 
28000, Sub. 15—Application of C. C. C. & St. L. for approval of pro- 
posed modification of systems or devices under section 26(b) of 
the interstate commerce act. 


April 19—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 22145 and MC 61755—Moore Northern Haulers, Inc., Watertown, 
N. Y., certificate or permit. 


April 19—Toledo, O.—New Secor Hotel—Jt. Bd. 9: 
MC 89787—Sentle Trucking Co., Toledo, permit. 


April 
MC 
MC 
MC 


April 
MC 
MC 
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Personal Notes 





W. J. Lahr has been appointed general freight agent, Illi- 
nois, C. B. and Q., with headquarters at Chicago, succeeding 
D. E. McKee, who died; R. Wright Armstrong succeeds him at 
St. Louis as general freight agent, Missouri district; C. R. 
Glover becomes general freight agent, Denver, to succeed Mr. 
Armstrong. ; 


S. L. Meade has been appointed general agent, C. R. I. & P., 
at Kansas City, Mo., succeeding R. F. Atwood, retired after 
53 years of service. 


J. T. Rutter is appointed traveling freight and passenger 
agent, Wabash Railway, at Moberly, Mo., succeeding O. M. 
Hughes, retiring after 50 year of service. 


T. J. Womack has been appointed trainmaster, Southern 
Pacific, at San Antonio, succeeding W. F. Weatherford, who 
died. 


John K. Dent has been appointed assistant general coal 
agent, L. and N. 


James T. Lean has been appointed foreign freight agent, 
B. and O., at Chicago, succeeding John Crossman, resigned. 
W. H. Emlet succeeds Mr. Lean at Philadelphia. 


Willis Callaway has been appointed assistant to freight 
traffic manager, Atlantic Coast Line, with headquarters at 
Jacksonville, succeeding B. T. Taylor, resigned. 


The United Fruit Company announces the appointment 
of Marshal L. Wilcox, assistant general traffic manager, New 
York. 

W. E. Johnson has taken over the duties recently handled 
by R. C. Otto, of the Decatur Cartage Company. 

C. J. Webre, Jr., traveling freight agent, San Antonio, is 
appointed district freight agent at San Antonio, Lykes-Coast- 
wise Line, Inc. Roland Windell, traveling freight agent, San 
Angelo, Texas, is appointed commercial agent, San Antonio. 

The American-Hawaiian Steamship Company has an- 
nounced several personnel changes, effective May 1. A. E. 
Stow, district manager at Baltimore, goes to San Francisco 
as operating manager. J. A. Fraser, general claim agent at 
San Francisco, goes to Baltimore as district manager. W. L. C. 
Brown of the San Francisco operating department, succeeds 
Mr. Fraser. 

E. Russell Rouzer, superintendent transportation of the 
Western Maryland, Hagerstown, Md., died April 7 after a short 
illness. 

B. C. Sproul, general traffic manager, Inter-State Motor 
Freight System, has appointed Thomas C. Irwin and R. F. 
Leverton terminal managers at Columbus, O., and Anderson, 
Ind., respectively. 

At an educational meeting under the auspices of the 
A.A.R. car service division and the Detroit Association of 
Railroad Superintendents April 11, at Detroit, W. I. Nokely, 
traffic manager, Michigan Alkali Company, addressed the group 
on the subject of “Buyer’s Market.” 


John H. Coupin, general agent, Western Pacific Railroad, 
was the speaker at the meeting of Phi Alpha Gamma Upsilon, 
traffic fraternity of San Francisco, April 6. His subject was 
“Character Analysis. 








April 19—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
27990—Atlas Lumber Co. et al. vs. B. & O. et al. 
28034—Sweetwater Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
MC 35751, Sub. 1—Capitol Transport Co., Inc., Paxtang, Pa., exten- 
sion of operations. 
MC 42614—C. & N. W. Ry., Chicago, common carrier application. 
MC 60169—Freedman Motor Service, Inc., Elizabeth, N. J., contract 
carrier application. 
April 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Fourth section application 17610—Fruit and vegetable packages with- 
in and from the south. 
Fourth section application 17638—Fruit and vegetable packages with- 
in, from and to the southwest. 
April 20—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Jt. Bd. 214: 
MC 89943—Amarillo-Denver Bus Co., Amarillo, certificate. 


April 20—Billings, Mont.—Northern Hotel—Jt. Bd. 269: 
MC 70275, Sub. 5—A. White Truck Line, Portland, Ore., certificate 
to extend operation. 


April 20—Bismarck, N. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Snider: 
28153—Increases in North Dakota freight rates and charges. 

April 20—Chicago, I!i.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 13: 

“MC 92884—J. Unker Transfer, Dundee, IIl., certificate or permit. 
MC 94400—H. G. Boerema. Riverdale, Ill., permit. 


The Traffic World 


Vol. LXIII, No. 15 


April 20—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bd. 37: 
MC 18252—Buckeye Terminal & Transfer Co., Cincinnati, certificate 
or permit. 
MC 86978—Silvers Brothers, Somerset, Ky. 
April 20—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 25395—Davis Moter Lines, Lexington, N. C., certificate or permit. 
April 20—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dunn: 
1. & S. M-561—Eggs from Manhattan, Kan., to Kansas City district. 
April 20—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bds. 195 and 36: 
MC 95205—J. F. Bush, Hume, Mo., contract carrier application. 
April 20—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 217: 
MC 89537—W. Crabtree’s Messenger & Package Delivery, Ft. Smith, 
Ark., certificate. 
MC 89974—H. S. Thomas, Gurdon, Ark., permit. 


April 20—Louisville, Ky.—Brown Hotel—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 92275—W. H. Same & Son, Jeffersonville, Ind., certificate or 
permit. 


April 20—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 94890—I. Guiser, Spring Valley, Wis., certificate. 
MC 95656—A. R. Berg, Arcadia, Wis., certificate. 
April 20—Providence, R. !.—State Comm.—Examiner Brooks: 
MC 15081—Walker Freight Service, Inc., Providence. 
MC 66340—J. M. Walker and Son, Inc., Millis, Mass., contract carrier 
application. 
April 20—Syracuse, N. Y.—U. S. Court—Examiner Haley: 
MC 79876, Sub. 1—Elmer’s Express Lines, Syracuse, N. Y., certificate 
to extend operations. 
MC 79876—Elmer’s Express Lines, Syracuse, certificate. 
April 20—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95518—A. H. Weber, St. Louis, certificate or permit. 
MC 95538—F.. W. Foss Coal Co., St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95579—F. H. Chiaurro, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95587—Tinnin Transfer, Marquand, Mo., certificate. 
April 20—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 86687, Sub. 18—S. A. L. Ry., Norfolk, Va., Jacksonville—Fer- 
nandina extension. 
MC 89420—C. Wolza, Jr., Cleveland, O., contract carrier application. 
April 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Disque: 
|. & S. 4608—Handling of exhibits for expositions and fairs. 


April 21—Billings, Mont.—Northern Hotel—Jt. Bds. 269 and 123: 
MC 70106, Sub. 2—Caldwell Bros., Billings, certificate to extend op- 
erations. 
MC 71225, Sub. 2—E. L. Jones, Billings, permit to extend operations. 
April 21—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 12148—Anaconda Van Lines, Chicago, license. 
MC 75732—Anaconda Van Lines, Chicago, certificate or permit. 


April 21—Chicago, I1l.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 29573, Sub. 1—J. L. Schneider, Marengo, IIl., certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
April 21—Chicago, !11.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 92692, MC 94720 and MC 95654—Freeport Fast Freight, Inc., Free- 
port, Ill., certificate. 
April 21—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bds. 62 and 117: 
MC 30472, Sub. 2—J. B. Harsha, West Union, O., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 89812—Thrifty Pick Up & Delivery, Cincinnati, certificate. 
April 21—Greensboro, N. C.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 7: 
MC 14804—J. B. Vernon, Stoneville, N. C., certificate. 


April 21—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Jt. Bd. 91: 


MC 31663—Pennant Trials Stage Line, Springfield, Mo., certificate or 
permit. 


April 21—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hinely: 
MC-F 843—L. H. Huber et al., purchase, Central Motor Freight Lines, 
Inc. 
April 21—Lexington, Ky.—Hotel LaFayette—Examiner Yardley: 
MC 89794—Eldridge Truck Line, Science Hill, Ky., certificate. 
April 21—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bds. 288 and 91: 


MC 71309, Sub. 1—R. R. Defoor, Forester, Ark., permit to extend 
operations. 


MC 89888—F. H. Roll, Hot Springs, Ark., permit. 


April 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 8$715—H. Kuske, New Richmond, Wis., certificate. 
MC 93107—M. Michaelson, Balsam Lake, Wis., certificate or permit. 
MC 95663—Steen’s Transfer, Colfax, Wis., certificate. 


April 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-633—Northwestern Forwarding Co., minimum charges. 


April 21—Knoxville, Tenn.—U. S. Court—Examiner Hinely: 
* MC F-865—Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., purchase, Motor Transfer Co. 


April 21—Omaha, Neb.—Hotel Fontenelle—Examiner King: 
28000, Sub. 14—Application of C. B. & Q. for approval of proposed 
modification of systems or devices under section 26(b) of the inter- 
state commerce act. 


April 21—Providence, R. 1.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 18 and Examiner 
Brooks: 


MC 95713—J. Sylvia, Taunton, Mass., permit. 
MC 95783—A. Masson, Fall River, Mass., certificate. 
MC 95778—W. F. Spingler Co., Newport, R. I., certificate. 


April 21—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67: 
MC 32242 and Sub. 1—N. C. Purdie Corp., Stanley, N. Y., certificate 
and to extend operations. 
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PORT HOUSTON 


offers industry 


raw materials 


markets 


good locations 


transportation 
facilities 
manpower 
J. Russett WaIt 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 
HOUSTON, TEXAS 








FASTEST 
INTERCOASTAL 
FREIGHT 
SERVICE 


EVERY SATURDAY FROM NEW YORK 
(Westbound) 


EVERY wae my ALTIMORE FAST TRANSHIPMENT @ THROUGH 
RATES TO OTHER PACIFIC COAST 
EVERY SATURDAY FROM SAN FRANCISCO PORTS. 
(Eastbound) PASSENGER AND MAIL STEAMERS. 
EVERY MONDAY FROM LOS ANGELES REFRIGERATION FOR ALL CLASSES 
(Eastbound) 


OF PERISHABLES. 


PANAMA PACciFIc LINE 


ONE BROADWAY, NEW YORK,N. Y. 665 MARKET STREET, SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF. 
BALTIMORE TRUST BLDG., BALTIMORE, MD. 715 W.7TH STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIF. 
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April 21—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95606—L. Bruder Coal Co., St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95613—Jerome Motor Service, St. Louis, certificate. 
MC 95615—J. Ingracia, St. Louis, certificate to extend operations. 


April 21—Washington, D. C.—Argument: 
MC 83042—Knaus Truck Line, Kansas City, Mo., common carrier 
application. 


April 22—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Jt. Bd. 210: 
MC 89825—J. Buss, Phillips, Tex., certificate. 


April 22—Ashland, Ky.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 37: 
MC 11922, Sub. 3—Blue Ribbon Lines, Ashland, Ky., certificate to 
extend operations. 


April 22—Chicago, II1.—Hotel Sherman—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC 68624—Union Van Lines, Inc., Chicago, license. 


April 22—Cincinnati, O.—Netherland Plaza Hotel—Jt. Bd. 60: 
MC 89731—Dearborn Motor Truck Corp., Lawrenceburg, Ind., certif- 
icate. 


April 22—Kansas City, Mo.—Hotel President—Examiner Dunn: 
MC 2283, Sub. 1—Whitehead Transfer and Storage Co., Springfield, 
Mo., certificate to extend operations. 


April 22—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 35: 
MC 1206, Sub. 1—Arkansas Louisiana Motor Freight, Inc., Monticello, 
Ark., certificate to extend operations. 


April 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 142: 
MC 93825—Berkseth Bros., Baldwin, Wis., certificate or permit. 


April 22—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Jt. Bd. 67 and Examiner 
Haley: 
MC 9618—R. Alger and Son, Cuylerville, N. Y., certificate or permit. 
MC 61750—E. E. Nixon, Geneseo, N. Y., certificate or permit. 


April 22—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95639—A. R. T. Coal Co., Pine Lawn, Mo., certificate. 
MC 95641—E. Adams, St. Clair, Mo., certificate. 


April 22—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Fed. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 7: 
MC 95725—J. H. Burgess, Leaksville, N. C., certificate. 


April 24—Aberdeen, S. D.—U. S. Court—Examiner Peterson: 
1. & S. M-643—Hanson Transfer, commodities to Webster, S. D. 


April 24—Amarillo, Tex.—Capitol Hotel—Examiner Corcoran and Jt. Bd. 
7: 
MC 31229, Sub. 1—Keller Truck Lines, Pampa, Tex., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 61440, Sub. 3—Lee Way Motor Freight, Inc., Oklahoma City, 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 24—Boston, Mass.—Manger Hotel—Express Naefe: 
MC 76918—Bateman’s Motor Express, Inc., Salem, Mass., certificate 
or permit. 
April 24—Bluefield, W. Va.—U. S. Court—Jt. Bd. 249: 
MC 1963, Sub. 1—Garst Truck Lines, Bluefield, W. Va., certificate to 
extend operations. 
MC 23715—Flat Top Warehouse Co., Inc., Bluefield, W. Va., license. 
MC 1963—E. H. Garst Truck Line, Bluefield, Va. 


April 24—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 12146—R. Edgerton, Chicago, license. 
MC 59310, Sub. 3—Sprout & Davis, Inc., Whiting, Ind., permit to 
extend operations. 
MC 67609—W. Binder & Co., Chicago, license. 
MC 87087, Sub. 1—Rothery Storage & Van Co., Des Plaines, Ill., cer- 
tificate to extend operations. 


April 24—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Linn: 
MC 30077—Monark Motor Freight System, Inc., Chicago, IIl., cer- 
tificate or permit. 


April 24—Dubuque, la.—U. S. Court—Examiner Fuller: 
28216—Pick-up of live stock in Illinois, Iowa and Wisconsin. 


April 24—Elko, Nev.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 128: 
MC 94817—F. E. Massie, Elko, Nev., permit. 


April 24—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Examiner Simmons: 
MC 34563, Sub. 1—Mrs. P. Dalton, Waldron, Ark., permit to extend 
operations. 
MC 100041—S. C. Campbell, Booneville, Ark., permit. 


April 24—Miles City, Mont.—Federal Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 82: 
MC 52497, Sub. 1—Nugent’s Transfer & Storage, Miles City, Mont., 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet—Jt. Bd. 145: 
MC 1509, Sub. 21—Greyhound Lines, Minneapolis, certificate to ex- 
tend operations. 
MC 95119—Brazell Motor Freight, Grand Marais, Minn., certificate 
or permit. 


April 24—Montgomery, Ala.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 157: 
MC F-837—Dixie Freight Lines, Inc., purchase, F. W. English. 


April 24—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 18128—American Orchestra Co., Newark, N. J., certificate. 
MC 21762—Allied Motor Transportation Co., Inc., New York, cer- 

tificate. 

MC 49395—Charter Coach Corp., Newark, N. J., certificate. 
MC 59768—Cosmopolitan Tourists Co., Inc., Astoria, N. Y., certificate. 
MC 67124—D. G. Trucking Co., Maspeth, L. I., N. Y., certificate. 
MC 80637—Gass Bros., Inc., New York, certificate or permit. 
MC 95042—M. Goldick, Maspeth, N. Y., permit. 


April 24—Omaha, Neb.—Fontenelle Hotel—Examiner Snow: 

* Ex Parte MC 3—TIn the matter of establishing reasonable require- 
ments to promote safety of operation of motor vehicles used in 
transporting property by private carriers. 
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Rock 
Island 





Brilliant in colorful beauty, exquisite in fur- 
nishings and equipment, safe, comfortable; the 
six ROCKETS give finer, faster rail service over 
four Midwestern routes, operating daily between: 
CHICAGO- PEORIA 
CHICAGO-DES MOINES 
MINNEAPOLIS-ST. PAUL- DES MOINES - KANSAS CITY 


KANSAS CITY- TOPEKA -WICHITA-OKLAHOMA CITY- 
FORT WORTH - DALLAS 


The ROCKETS are NOT extra fare trains 


FAST THROUGH FREIGHT SERVICE 
Ship via the Route of the Rockets 


Many trains carrying carload and less than carload ship- 
ments to and from the West, Northwest and Southwest. 
Free Pick-up and Delivery of less than carload freight. 
Merchandise cars between all important points. 








ZA 






@ When you stay at Hotel Cleveland, your redcap 
takes you from train to hotel lobby in a moment, 
without going out-of-doors. No time wasted, no 
discomfort, no taxi fare. 


And at Hotel Cleveland, all the city is at your doorstep. 
All five buildings of the Terminal development under 
the same roof; stores and office buildings to the east; 
government buildings north; wholesale district west; 

industrial plants south. And comfort, 

friendliness, welcome, at home— 
in your room and all about you in 
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as two peas ina pod 


...an old expression often used when we 
wish to emphasize similarity or uniformity. 
So perhaps we may be pardoned for using it 
to point out the uniformity of Union Pacific 
freight service. 


This railroad realizes that shippers of fresh 
peas and other perishable products will not 
be satisfied with haphazard or ragged service. 
They wish to feel confident that at any time 
they place a shipment in our hands it will be 
speedily transported without unnecessary 
delay... will be handled with care... will 
be protected en route by adequate icing in 
summer months. 


Union ‘Pacific respects and appreciates the 
confidence of shippers .. . has built an envi- 
able reputation by giving them the depend- 
able service they require... and will continue 
to hold their confidence by constantly seeking 
ways and means of improving that service. 


R. R. MITCHELL, Freight Traffic Manager 
Union Pacific Railroad, Omaha, Nebraska 


oA? VIA THE STRATEGIC MIDDLE ROUTE 


Road of the STREAMLINERS and the CHALLENGERS 
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April 24—Philadelphia, Pa.—Chamber of Com.—Examiner Sullivan: 
MC 95755—Ray C. Distel, Philadelphia, Pa., permit. 
MC 95756—James O. Wilgis, West Chester, Pa., certificate. 


April 24—Providence, R. |.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 18: 
MC 35821—Central Express, Seekonk, Mass., certificate or permit. 


April 24—Rochester, N. Y.—Seneca Hotel—Examiner Haley: 
MC 41583—G. M. Clancy Carting Co., Inc., Rochester, certificate or 
permit. 
MC 68960—Coveney & Evans, Inc., Walworth, N. Y., certificate or 
permit. 


April 24—Sikeston, Mo.—Federal Bldg.—Examiner Burns: 
MC 75281—Receiver, Righter Trucking Co., Inc., Sikeston. 


April 24—St. Louis, Mo.—Court & Customs Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 135: 
MC 95789—A. Engler Coal & Hauling, Belleville, Ill., certificate. 
MC 95792—Gruenewald Hardware Co., Belleville, Ill., permit. 


April 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Cunningham: 
MC 94605—C. Brown, Culpeper, Va., certificate. 


April 24—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Fed. Bldg.—Examiner Werner: 
MC 30616—Queen Trucking Co., North Wilkesboro, N. C., certificate 
or permit. 


April 25—Charlotte, N. C.—U. S. Court—Examiner Werner: 
MC 7315—M. P. Lipe, Hickory, N. C., certificate or permit. 


April 25—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 113: 
MC 89768—D. McCoy, Franklin, W. Va., permit. 


April 25—Charleston, W. Va.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 118: 
MC 17770, Sub. 1—H. Bell, Park, W. Va., certificate to extend opera- 
tions. 


April 25—Chicago, I!l.—Hotel Sherman—Examiner Harrison: 
MC 89566—Osmundson Transfer, Peoria, IIl., certificate. 
MC 28146—E. Apperley, Chicago. 


April 25—Jacksonville, Fia.—Hotel Mayflower—Jt. Bd. 64: 

* MC F-863—Trek, Inc., control, L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., et al.; 
L. & L. Freight Lines, Inc., lease, Star Truck Line, Inc. 

* MC F-864—Trek, Inc., merger, L. & L. Freight. Lines, Inc., et al. 


April 25—Little Rock, Ark.—State Comm.—Jt. Bd. 38: 
MC 88518, Sub. 1—Arkansas Motor Coaches, Ltd., Inc., Little Rock, 
certificate to extend operations. 


April 25—Minneapolis, Minn.—Hotel Nicollet-—Examiner Livingstone: 
MC 17044—Cheesebrough Trucking Co., Minneapolis, certificate. 
April 25—New York, N. Y.—Port of New York Authority—Examiner 
Kirby: 
* Finance 9952—C. & E. I. reorganization. 


Success for You 
—in Traffic Training! 


Slow, painfully-gotten experience going from job to job—while 
the years fly by faster than increases come—is not the best 
way to win the goal you want in the Traffic world! A far bet- 
ter one is thorough, scientific, low-cost training in Traffic Man- 
agement—training collaborated in by 175 of America’s fore- 
most transportation authorities, whose success-methods come 
to you in ‘‘Problem” form that puts you on the Traffic Man- 
ager’s job during training, and qualifies you for such a job 
afterward. Scores of $3,000—$5,000—-$7,500 and even higher- 
salaried traffic executives are today in positions earned through 
LaSalle training. Possibly you can do the same... if you will. 
Get our free 48-page booklet, ‘‘Opportunities in Traffic Man- 
agement” as the first step toward success for you. No obliga- 
tion — and it may be right in line with your life’s ambitions, 
Write for this book today. 


LaSalle Extension University “ “Shftircrion 
Dept. 495-TA, CHICAGO, ILL. 
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April 25—New York, N. Y.—641 Washington St.—Examiner Kephart: 
MC 94826—South Side Trucking Service, Bayshore, L. I., N. Y., cer- 
tificate. 


April 25—Reno, Nev.—Chamber of Com.—Jt. Bd. 78: 
MC 89718—S. E. Wauchope, Fallon, Nev., certificate. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET 

Hearing in MC 838, assigned for April 11, at Baltimore, Md., was 
postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in MC 89588, assigned for April 12, at Chicago, Ill., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 89994, assigned for April 13, at Chicago, Ill., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in MC-F 827, assigned for April 13, at Detroit, Mich., was 
cancelled. 

Hearing in MC 11602, Sub. 2, assigned for April 15, at Idaho Falls, 
Ida., was postponed to a date to be fixed. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-632, assigned for April 12, at Spartanburg, 
S. C., was cancelled. 

Hearing in MC-F 834, assigned for April 12, at St. Louis, Mo., was 
changed to April 19, at the Court & Customs Bldg., St. Louis, Mo., 
before Jt. Bd 135. 

Hearing in MC-F 848, assigned for April 14, at Chicago, Ill., was 
cancelled. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 


« « RATES: $1.00 a Line, Minimum 3 Lines » » 





FOR SALE—Interstate Commerce Commission Decisions, Volumes 
1 to 89, both inclusive, and Volume 91. In excellent condition. Make 
offer. Address Mr. S. R. Barnett, T. M., Wesson Oil & Snowdrift 
Company, Inc., 210 Baronne St., New Orleans, La. 


WANTED—Decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission, vol- 
umes 116 through 125. State price. Address Box IO-2, Traffic World, 
418 South Market St., Chicago. Ill. 

WANTED—Traffic Managers, Freight Solicitors, Salesmen, etc.— 
spare time—soliciting accounts for leading freight bill auditing organ- 


ization. Commission basis. Address Box IO-1, Traffic World, 418 South 
Market St., Chicago, Ill. 


Southern Steamship Company 


(Pioneer Steamship Line to Houston) 
OPERATING FAST FREIGHT SERVICE BETWEEN 


Philadelphia, Penna. and 
Houston, Texas 


From Philadelphia . . . . . Wednesdays and Saturdays 
From Houston to Philadelphia . Mondays and Thursdays 


Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
1360 Broad Street Station Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 



















viA FRANCE SwitZeRLAND 


Ask for additional information on inland 


Aerial view of 
Port of Havre 





rates...map of France free upon request 
Low Cost e Fast Service 


FRENCH NATIONAL RAILROADS 


610 FIFTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK CITY, N.Y: 
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between 


NEW YORK, 


NEW ORLEANS, 
BOSTON AND 


ST. JOHN, N. B. 


and 


CUBA, JAMAICA, PANAMA, COLOMBIA, COSTA 
RICA, GUATEMALA, HONDURAS, BRITISH 
HONDURAS, NICARAGUA, EL SALVADOR 


also 


WEST COAST PORTS of CENTRAL and SOUTH AMERICA 
and MEXICO (transshipment at CRISTOBAL) 


FREIGHT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


New York....... ad 3, North River New Orleans..... 321 St. Koma St. 
Chieago...... 111 W. Washington St. St. Jehn, N. B....H. E. Kane & Co. 
San Franciseo..... 1001 Fourth Street Lenden, Eng.. . Caribbean ae. Ageney 
OR sv ecentccadsenaees Long Wharf Adelaide House, King William Street 
Also regular wooly aldy pomenuer service and “Guest Cruises” 
‘est Indies and Caribbean 
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STARRETT-LEHIGH 
BUILDING 








RIFLE Ss 


PERFECTION 
- - - Michael Angelo 


Hats off to the master artist—he knew from experience the 
important part that trifles play in doing a real job. 


Here at “North Western” we, too, know the value of trifles. 
We call it detail but it’s really the backbone of the busi- 
ness. With all detail properly cared for the result is a fast, 
efficient freight service. 


We are in an enviable position to give you the kind of 
service you want. Let us help you. 


NORTH 
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OUTSTANDING as its dominance over New York’s West 
Side midtown skyline, the STARRETT-LEHIGH BUILDING 


offers the manufacturer and distributor superior advantages: 


e Lehigh Valley R. R. freight terminal on street level; 
elevators direct to rail yard platform 


e Truck elevators to all floors, affording street floor 
facilities throughout 


eFloor areas, 52,000 to 124,000 sq. feet. Smaller 


units may be leased 
e High safety standards—low insurance rates 
e Live steam for manufacturing purposes 
e Fast passenger elevators; restaurant; barber shop. 


INVESTIGATE .... learn what satisfied, 


nationally-known occupants are doing at the 


Starrett-Lehigh Building 


West 26th—West 27th Streets—Ilth to 18th Avenues 
D. R. CROTSLEY, Manager, 601 West 26th Street Tel.: CHickering 4-5520 





WESTERN RY. 
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Guide to Motor Transport Lines 


(This Guide is published in the third issue of each calendar month) 


Purpose of Guide 


This Guide has been prepared to provide traffic managers 
with conveniently organized information about respon- 
sible motor transport lines. The dependability of each 
advertiser has been investigated. Each has been highly 
recommended by well known shippers and has provided 
satisfactory pats ae as to financial responsibility. 


ane THE TRAFFIC WORLD has taken every 
reasonable precaution to restrict this Guide to respon- 
sible, dependable and capable motor transport operators, 
it assumes no res av for dealings or service. I/t 
requests, however, managers report any unsatis- 
factory experiences a: ings, should they arise. The 
source of such reports will not be divulged even in cases 
that warrant the dropping of advertisers. 


Two Indexes Make Guide Easy to Use 


To simplify the > Gating of NA service to fit an 
requirements, two indexes have been p 2 
Alphabetical “ae When a specif company is 
wanted, refer to the alphabetical in 
Index of fae! weg rt Lines by Key aieien 
Areas: This index came les the user to find the service or 
services available between any two points tet 1 
to a complicated system codes or cross 

ch motor transport line is listed under all of the. ~ 
cities it serves. Belew each listing i isa symbol a bey 
shows the direction of the company’s service into and 
out of the city. This system phe a symbols 
is illustrated by the following examples: 


This indicates a local cartage company serving 
o Key City and Suburbs only. 


© zat indicates that the sm aged service —— 
the company is en within the 
Protttoaen Area served by the Key City—See 
“Key Distribution Area” wall map. 


e This intientes the Key Ci routes are copia ted a 
Points ‘on e 1 east, sou 
west, vo northwest. "The BOLD FACE 
signifies that the operations over these routes are 
both interstate and intrastate in character. 


shipper's 


ee 
ef 


This indicates that three routes are operated to 

points beyond the Key City: south, west, and 

north. e LIGHT FACE indicates that 

operations over these routes are interstate in 
aracter. 


___ Alphabetical Index to Companies That Provide Outstanding Motor Transport Service 


Cases in which the services from a Key City are 
both Interstate and Intrastate the predominant 
character of these services determines whether light 
or bold face symbols are used. 


epee originate, with few exceptions, from major 

ints. The use ese cities makes 
ae “ae Rn ollowing quick, simple procedures for the 
selection of motor transport services: 


Routes from One Key City to Another: 


1. Look under both cities for the name or names of 
motor transport lines that serve both cities, then 
check maps in the advertisements of these com- 
panies for details of the character of service offered. 

2. If no company offers a through service, check maps of 
those companies are prefa by_ directional 
8 indicating that they offer a service going in 
he direction wanted and make the selection of the 
companies to used on the basis of the most 
efficient connections. 


Routes to or from Key Cities to Other Points: 


Check directional symbols under the Key City for com- 
panies operating services in the direction of the other 
point, then refer to individual maps. 


Routes Between Points Other than Key Cities: 


Refer to the motor transport lines listed under the Key 
Cities nearest the points to be served. The direc- 
tional symbols provide the means of determining 
which companies offer services in the directions 
wanted. The recording of major highway numbers 
makes possible the selection of an assured service 
between any two points listed on a highway map 
even when those points are not shown on the 
advertiser's map. 


Arrangement of Advertisements 


Data for companies servin bea or overlapping 
ions are grouped. It is fom to plan a co- 

pm ert system of distribution tudying the avail- 

able services by regions. 

Data Regarding Advertisers: The facts listed for each 


motor line follows a uniform arrangement: 
General facts. 


2. Address, telephone and teletype numbers, and person 
with whom to communicate at general office, and, 
when space permits, this data is also shown for 
branch offices 


3. Equipment—character, number of units. ownership. 


4. Insurance—types and amounts carried. When 
amount is shown, it relates in all cases to unit cover- 
age per vehicle or whatever other standard unit is 
applicable. All insurance data is verified at time 
advertiser is accepted. Im rtant— When a star (*) 
is used it signifies that THE TRAFFIC. WORLD 
has establis. an arrangement with the under- 
writer or its agent by which it will be informed of 
any lapse in he i insurance or bonds. 


5. Schedules of operations—number of runs daily, 

whether day or night runs, and average time of runs 

tween major terminals, etc.—are shown when 
space permits. 


6. Special services and facilities—data regarding ac- 
ceptance of ipments, special terminal 
facilities, local services, etc. 


7. Association memberships are reported since some 
traffic managers use this as a measure of the standing 
of a company. 


Character of Highway Service Offered by Motor 
Transport Lines: The individual maps that accom- 
pany advertisements have been uniformly prepared. 
After once becoming familiar with the significance of the 
various types of route lines shown, one can tell at a 
glance the character of service offered via each route 
operated by each motor line. 


qummmmmmm Daily INTER- and INTRAstate service. 
se Daily INTERstate service (no INTRAstate). 


sex Daily coordinated rail-motor service. 
eummmmmmnms Service 2 or 3 times weekly. 





Irregular or special service routes. 
eweeenne: Connecting lines. 


eececece Ferries. 


© O Principal points served. =| Terminal cities. 


Unless otherwise noted on maps, motor lines offer- 
ing an intrastate service are also interstate 
operators when their routes extend into other states. 


LAPSE OF INSURANCE: The (*) appearing in in- 
surance statements signifies that an arrangement has been 
made whereby any lapse in insurance or bonds will be 
reported immediately to The TRAFFIC WORLD 





COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page COMPANY Page 

Barnwell Brothers, Inc........... 2 Gateway City Transfer Co...... 5 McNamara Motor Express, Inc.. 4 as a pie ere 3 
tor Express Corp...... 

Clemans Truck Lines, Inc........ 4 Inland Motor Freight.......... 5 Merchants Fast Freight Service.. 5 Ti eae wie > lca ny apie : 

Consolidated Freightways, Inc.. 5 Inter-State System............... 3 The Norwalk Truck Line Co..... 4 Wolverine Express, Inc.......... 4 





Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas 





CALIFORNIA ILLINOIS INDIANA TERRE HAUTE MARYLAND DETROIT MUSKEGON 
%q Inter-State 
s  Bnter-State BALTIMORE q3% $, Inter-State 
SAN FRANCISCO CHICAGO EVANSVILLE of oes 3 t+ Basnwoll ¢ System...... > 3 yetem...... 3 


.< Consolidated st 


Gateway City 
Frtways, Inc. .5 E 


Transfer..... > = 


IOWA SS 3 FLINT 
gig Inter-State Novick Transfer 3, Inter-State a 
DELAWARE e* = System...... 3 FORT WAYNE CEDAR RAPIDS Company. . ¢* System...... 3 2, Inter-State a 
' Shirke Motor Ex- * Norwalk Truck *** System...... 
WILMINGTON . Basen »'¢ Inter-State .< Inter-State “i ‘ == ans | meee s Ties. nee vee Norwalk beleieee 
ste Barnwell Sg A nD. OE net % ghe Tidewater Es, GRAND RAPIDS oe. Raeeteesexes 
>. Beothers..... 2 - Norwalk Toa been sess 2 Inter-"tate 
.° ._— Sesnasing ew | ~~ ee DAVENPORT CUMBERLAND 33t System...... 3 MINNESOTA 
sie Shirks Motor ~~ oi Win Inc. .4 °¢ —— . = — ~_— MINNEAPOLIS 
4 P ” rothers.....2 °°  ‘tmes......-- 
press Corp... GARY-HAMMOND~ *.< — 5 _ McNamara kes eta 
(See Chicago) q§- é‘“yetem...... MASSACHUSETTS -; Express,inc..4 *. Consolidat 
DIST. OF COL PEORIA BOSTON sacenen Frtways, Inc. .5 
° . «Inter-State INDIANAPOLIS KENTUCKY Inter-State age ., Gateway City 
WASHINGTON °$” System... 3 7“ System...... a i paawer ents 
$ Clemans Truck , QUISVILLE : ie Truck _ ingerSiote 5 
ate ——- 2 ROCKFORD ee eee 4 MICHIGAN ., “ee ystem...... 
7a ae ee Be 0 
ate Std Daade = >i¢ Inter-State BATTLE CREEK KALAMAZOO ST. PAUL 
+s Company. . { Gateway City 75 System 3 oasearianda 3 (See Minneapolis) 
.¢ Shirks Motor Ex * Transfer. .... 3 iia uacabeaiaee <3 Cppeee alge ~ Clemans Tench 
4 MES... +--+. . See WINONA 
press Corp...3 ee | to State LOUISIANA Inter-State 
$e — ane. 4° "System... Meiciieidiemeend 3} t ‘oon ariaced 3 33 t ae banal 3 >! Gateway City 
Sia bb ok $e Clemans Truck ALEXANDRIA _. McNamara Motor _! McNamara Motor . Transfer..... 5 
Sa = . OS SERRE Re $ Merchants Fast Express,Inc..4 7%}. Express,Inc. .4 _ une 
IDAHO javenpo nest ss0 
ey een Freight.......5 BAY CITY LANSING 
BOISE SPRINGFIELD 71s Syétem...... 3 SHREVEPORT = . & —— ; ST- LOUIS 
¢ ystem......3  *%e* System...... 
+, Consolidated o$ Inter-State Norwalk vot ee Merchants Fast Norwalk Toast Norwalk Track .< Inter-State 
¢-s Frtways,Inc..5 #9 System...... 9 edsacesns Freight ....... 5 ' SRR nawsnw ae s Biii<esceces eee ae 3 


'¢ Inter-State 


- Brothers... .. R %s 
>! Inter-State 


Se Wolverine 


Norwalk Tent, 
Line ' Express, Inc. .4 
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3 MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES Serial Page No. 877 
Index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas (Continued) 
MONTANA NEW YORK NORTH DAKOTA TOLEDO HARRISBURG WILLIAMSPORT SPOKANE 
_. Barnwell Ms si ‘+ Barnwell : = Consolidated 
BILLINGS , Brothers. .... 2 BISMARCK + . < —— Gee 3 71%  Brothers..... 2 . =: % Frtways, Inc. .5 
$e sagen Sate . Consolidated : 
- eee $* System...... Frtways,Inc..5  »!¢ Norwalk belaee ° oe was <3 $ o Inland M nase “5 
i Novick Transfer as inacoe are oc: Neenah SO. CAROLINA 
, ...-3 FARGO oS ows Ee 
sneer ort Consolidated | YOUNGSTOWN prese Corp.--3 COLUMBIA ee 
$< Consolidated ROCHESTER is Taoun, Inc. .5 Tidewater at .'+ Barnwell : que: 5 
Frtways, Inc. .5 s*e near ents , >.< Inter-State , suenedetete c Brothers... .. 2 gine 
GREAT FALLS ares biiceae OHIO ONG. .3:<-3 3 JOHNSTOWN WALLA WALLA 
; , otor Ex- VIRGINIA 
4 a) press Corp....3 AKRON +,  Shirks Motor Ex- Novick Transfe: aie Inland Motor 
+.« Consolidated s press Corp.. .3 Company 3 Freight...... 5 
3 -°S  Frtways, Inc. .5 SYRACUSE ate a -State . ----3 LYNCHBURG 
"S| System...... OREGON PHILADELPHIA 0» ieee WENATCHEE 
3 Inter-State »' Norwalk Truck : arnwe ‘ 
NEVADA $f System...... _ De. Kasaass 4 - a) Brothers. .... 2 Consolidated 
y KLAMATH FALLS ;-“ Barnwell “3 - 
: 74 Brothers. .... 2 ts Novick Transfer Frtways, Inc.. 
. RENO NO. CAROLINA CINCINNATI ' _ Consolidated _.¢ Inter-State Company... .3 YAKIMA 
+: tied asueveanle ste Inter-State Frtways,Inc..5  “ gna NORFOLK +4 Consolidated 
: a? Frtways, Inc. .5 ? ystem...... 3 .'¢ Novick Transfer “is Frtways, Inc..5 
¢ Barnwell ‘ PENDLETON ° Company....3 4 Barnwell re 
s rothers..... : te 
: NEW JERSEY CLEVELAND ; >, Shirks Motor Ex- Brothers. .... 2 WISCONSIN 
i »' Consolidated ? press Corp... .3 
CHARLOTTE = -¢ Inter-State “*. ” Frtways, Inc..5 RICHMOND 
CAMDEN _ pre te +45 System...... PITTSBURGH LA CROGEs 
(See Philadelphia) - +  Brothers..... 2 3° as 5 agg to PORTLAND 342, Intense 33 oo oa Gateway City 
\ JERSEY CITY- jase ine . 5°% ae... g ** see... ts «=- Transfer..... 
: NEWARK Shirks Motor Ex- ‘'« Consolidated 
(See New York) a s_ press Corp... .3 +s Frtways, Inc..5 READING ROANOKE MADISON 
a) Brothers. .... 2 _.~ Barnwell 4: >... Gateway City 
NEW YORK COLUMBUS o Inland Motor. 71 ~~ Brothers.....2 .;5  Brothers.....2  * Transfer.....5 
; GRESMESORO >! _ Inter-State eure - Novick Transfer ¢ Novick Transfer jiLWAUKEE 
| ALBANY _'¢ Barnwell ry System...... 3 Company... .2 ‘ Company... .3 
4 7;*%  Brothers..... Z PENNSYLVANIA Shi >, Gateway City 
/ eee Inter-State TON e, i =, ar Transfer..... 5 
/ : ystem...... 3 RALEIGH DAY ALLENTOWN- ee ee 
3 >!'¢ Inter-State BETHLEHEM SCRANTON- SEATTLE ma System 3 
BUFFALO gic Oe 8 etm... 3 WILKES-BARRE ere 
¢  Brothers..... _ Barnwell J McNamara Motor 
+ . Barnwell Consolidated : 
, age ingrotete 5, WINSTON-SALEM = SPRINGFIELD io eee. 3 ot “en tt a lL 
| .¢ Shirks Motor Ex- _!'¢ Barnwell >!¢ Inter-State Novick Transfer Novick Transfer . Inland Motor SUPERIOR 
4 *s press Corp....3 774% Brothers... .. 2 ' System...... 3 ' Company....3 + Company... .3 « = Freight...... 5 (See Duluth) 















Barnwell Brothers, Inc. 


Established 1930 COMMON CARRIER Telephones 1306-7-8-9 
ICC Certif. No. 14181 Teletype 184 


B. L. Frazier Hawkins Street P. L. Walker 
V. P.and T. M.—Rates BURLINGTON, N. C. V. P.—Solicitation, 


TARIFF AGENCIES: So. Motor Carrier Rate 
Conf.; Mid. Atlantic States Motor Carrier 


Conf. 
EQUIPMENT: 86 tractors; 86 trailers. 









Tidewater Express Lines, Inc. 


COMMON CARRIER=ICC Docket No. 1034 204-30 Key Highway 
INCORPORATED (MD.) Established 1933 BALTIMORE, MD. 
Telephone—SOuth 1551-2 
J.T. Bennett 
Traffic Manager 
BRANCH OFFICES 

Aberdeen, Md., Bel Air Ave. 


anww @ 





















RSBURG 
Trucks a AMBER 






—22 vans. All company owned. E89 coomowe Pet p Frelatch, } Re Fay 
CONNECTING LINES: Inter- Norman Murray (Tel. 557) 
4 change at New York, 


Sunbury, Scranton, Phila- 
delphia, and Baltimore. 

INSURANCE: *Cargo $40,- 
eho ao ee Fire & 






Mowat Union 
PENNSYLVANIA 


Bediond fj 


/ ‘e. —° Charles & Howard Sts. 
D. Brown (Tel. 6122) 
Washington, D. C., 2613 B. 8t., 

















































































3 Marine Ins. Co. = A. Ward (Tel. MET. 9345) 
ck * Pub. Liab. ,$25/50,000; Lancaster, Pa., 701 E. Ross St. 
4 * Prop. Dam. $5, <i i|“aaie Co. (Tel. 
Gesualty Reciprocal Ex- Harrisburg, Pa., 1539 Walnut 8t. 
* ee ee -—Asso- Hill Express (Tel. 3-6121) 
copes pneemnary. TARIFF AGENCIES 
MEMBER: A. T. A.; N. C. 
Truck Owners Assn. —— D. T. Waring, W. M. 
All Through bills of ladings and 
»S A rates with principal steamship 
Operations lines, serving Chesapeake Bay, 8. 
so Regular Atlantie and Gulf ports. 
3 Schedule > my pee? wong LOCAL FACILITIES 
. Service tractors, 2 trailers. Trucks, 25 Terminals with rail sidings: 
vans (12 carry ice for refrigeration ; 
lis) when needed); 2 open bodies. Al] Baltimore, Frederick. 
BRANCH OFFICES ‘Seueae’ sin aeescbenten 
NEW YORK—Barnwell Brothers *Car ny — $2,500 Daily common carrier service to 
a8 490Greenwich St. Tel. Walker 5-4949 go, plus Il poi thi " ; 
PHILADELPH|A—Barnwell Brothers (Northern Assur. Co. of London) @!! Points with irregular service on 
111 B, Lawray St. Zul. (Bell) DAV 4940 . Public Liability, $10,000 & truck load lots. Operating over 
BALTIMORE—Atl. Coast Frt. Lines 
1240 Nanticoke St. Gilmer7740-1-2-3 $50,000; Property Damage, highways in Maryland (intra- 
ao ae ee = $5,000-$50 deductible (Fidelity .:.te and interstate); Pennsyl- 
CHARLOTTE—Barnwell Brothers and Casualty Co. of N.Y.). Work- : 7 : y 
, 632 Dowd Road Tel. 3-7538 ingmen’s Compensation (Lum- Vania and District of Columbia 


=e ee berman’s Mutual Casualty). 


(interstate). 





— 


The Feaffte World Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
Serial nag “sgh 


ATLANTIC AND CENTRAL STATES 


700 N. Cameron St. WINCHESTER. VA. 


Phones—430 & 78 
Teletype—582 


B. Belchic, Traf. Mgr. 
EQUIPMENT: 26 


tractors, 26 trailers. 
Trucks, 14 vans. 


INSURANCE: 
Cargo, $25,000. 
Pub. Liab. $25/ 
50,000. Prop. 
Dam., $5,000. 
Workmen’s Comp. 
CONNECTING LINES: New York City 
to New England & New York State 
points. Roanoke to Virginia, North 
Carolina, Tennessee & "Wy. Virginia 
Sw sa Winchester to Pittsburgh & 
ichmond. 
SERVICE: Daily schedules. 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Winchester. 
MEMBER: Va. Highway Users Assn.; 
Highway Transport. Assn., N.Y.;A.T.A. 


Shippers Use the Guide 
Because They Find It— 


Accurate— 


““Because of the continual changes in motor transportation, the 
up-to-the-minute information . . . in the Guide is often referred to.” 


(mail order company) 


Denver, Colorado 
Reliable— 


“Reliable information—such as you furnish, is badly needed in 
view of conditions that exist today. The main information should be 
as to reliability. Your Guide as to responsibility is a great help.” 





(building supply company) 
Davenport, lowa 


ix7 Shirks Motor Express Corp. wij 
coumen Gane nes Beem MANHEIM PIKE 
LANCASTER, PA. 



































Time Saving— 


ICC Docket No. 1658 = [7° 
EQUIPMENT: 10 Trac- 
tors, 12 trailers. 
Trucks, 12 van, |! 

All company 


SERVICE FEATURES: 
Daily serv. all routes. 
Pick-up and delivery 
at all points. Cartage 





“The Guide saves us time in investigation of new contacts which 
are necessary in expanding business.”’ 


(pharmaceutical manufacturer) 
North Chicago, Illinois 





Economical— 


“Guide used because of the investigation made of advertisers. 
These are taken at face value, and thus eliminate much costly expense 
on our part.” 






Cleveland—Shirks Motor Express. 
Philadelphia—Needham’s Express. 
Rochester—Keystone Carting Co. 
Wilmington—Wooleyhan Transport Co. 
INS.— *%Cargo, $10,000-$20,000. %* Pub. 
Liab.,$10,000-$20,000. %* Prop.Damage, 
$10,000-$20,000. %Workmen’s Comp. 


(steel company) 
Chicago, Illinois 











Inter-State System 

CENTRAL MICHIGAN TRUCKING INC. 

EASTERN MICHIGAN FREIGHT LINES 
INTER-STATE MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM 


= Reser = 


= 
Syracuse 


tz 


ee | 











NEW YORK 








B. C. Sproul, General Traffic Manager 














routesthrough 16 industrial states. Terminals and 
Warehouses in principal cities. Check these advantages: 


ew pe stations (electric time Wire reports on trucks in transit. 
jocks) every 100 miles or less. C.O.D. deliveries accepted. 

Free pick-up. Free delivery. Experienced personnel. 

Teletype service. Courteous operators. 

Insurance inspectors at terminals. Fully insured cargoes. 

Highway Patrol System. Modern equipment. 





Common Carrier 


Established in 1934, a Michigan corporation. 
I. C. C. Docket No. 35628. 


Equipment 
Total (owned and leased) —550 tractors, 445 
trailers; 75 trucks. Company owned—232 
tractors, 230 trailers; 75 pick-up trucks. All 
equipmcnt modern and efficient. 


Insurance 
All forms of insurance carried in companies 
authorized to do business in each state as 


required. 

Cargo: $10,000-$20,000; Public Liability, 
$25,000-$50,000: Property Damage, $5,000; 
Workingmen’s Compensation. 


Tariff Agency 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau 


Schedules and Extent of Service 


Following day deliveries are ordinarily made 
on all shipments within a 360-mile radius of 
principal terminal points. 

All schedules based on 22% m.p.h._ All 
schedules operated daily. Pick-up and de- 


livery everywhere. 
Through lines and established connecting 
lines serve more than 7,600 points in the 
United States. 

Association Memberships 
A.T.A.; Mich. T.A.; Ohio T.A.; Chambers 


of Commerce in principal cities served. 











ne re i i in ct I OH os eR le tle tl eal Ce a: NT TR ee Te 


Guide to Motor Transport Lines 
CENTRAL STATES 


uses Clemans Truck Lines, Inc. 


Hi af imicuican| COMMON CARRIER, I. C. C. Certificate No. 2136 
UK wei Established 1929 Incorporated 1934 


815 Pennsylvania St., South Bend, Ind. 


A. C. Clemans, President Tel. 4-2116 
TARIFF AGENCY: Indiana Motor Rate & Tariff Bureau. 
i BRANCH OFFICES: Battle Creek, 68 Pittee St. (Tel. 
neguinecTions To | 6511); Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Tel. 339); Grand 
SOUTHERN MICHIGAN 9 Rapids, 39 Front Ave. S. W. (Tel. 8-1148); Indianapolis, 
301 S. Alabama St. (Tel. Li. 4514); Kalamazoo, 439 Portage 

St. (Tel. 2-0158); Kokomo, 905 N. Union St. (Tel. 7381). 


EQUIPMENT: 12 Tractors; Trailers, | full, 11 semi (6 
open, 5 closed). Trucks, | van, 10 open. All equipment 
company owned. 


INSURANCE: Cargo, $10,000 (Hartford Fire Ins. Co.) 
* Public Liability, $10,000 & $50,000; *Property Dam- 
age, $5,000; % Workingmen’s Compensation. (Hartford 
Accident & Indemnity Co.) 


ASSOCIATIONS: A.T.A., Indiana Motor Truck Assn. 


POINTS — EXCEPT 


flamazoos 


Creek 
Three Rivers 


Peru 





INDIANA 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD—CHICA 


Ej Indianapolis 
CONNECTIONS TO ALL POINTS 
SOUTHEAST, SOUTH, SOUTHWEST 


Motor Line Indexes Make Selection 
of Services Easy 


To simplify the finding of a service to fit any shipper’s requirements, 
two indexes have been prepared: 






Inc. 1931 
Est. 1927 


E. McNamara, Pres. 


TARIFF AGENCY: Central 
States Motor Freight Bureau. 
BRANCH OFFICES: Battle 
Creek, Tel. 22522; Chicago, 
Tel. Victory 7471; Grand 
Rapids, Tel. 9-8914; Mil- 
waukee, Tel. Mar. 4177. 
EQUIPMENT: 21 tractors, 5 
trailers, 22 semi- (4 refr.); 
trucks, 9 van, 2 open. f 
INSURANCE: *%Cargo, $5,- | 
$10,000 (Springfield Fire & | 
Marine); *% Pub. Liab. $25,- | 
$50,000;* Prop.Dam. $5,000 | 
(Amer. Fidel. & Cas.); Work- || 
ingmen’s Comp. | 
SERVICE: Daily, overnight | 
del. P. & D. at all points. 


MEMBER: A.T.A., C.M.F. | [ 


A., Ch. of Com. Chicago, 


Kalamazoo, Milwaukee. 













— Sates 


Trayerse Citypy% 
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Common Carrier 


McNamara Motor Express, Inc. scc°Bec. No. seose 


KALAMAZOO, MICH. 
M.I.McNamara,7reas. INTERSTATE SERVICE 


436 W. Willard St. 
Tel.-31371 


QUILWAUKEE > iis 
) 


i> Milwaukee CONNECTING LINES 
G AT_THESE POINTS 
1S BATTLE CREEK 
~ Racine CHICAGO 
} GRAND RAPIDS 
KALAMAZOO 
Kenoshe MILWAUKEE 
STURGIS 
THREE RIVERS 


INDIANA 











e 
Wolverine Express, Inc. 
COMMON CARRIER—ICC Certificate No. 2998 
Established 1928 Incorporated (Mich.) 1930 


659 W. Western Ave., Muskegon, Mich 
Telephone—22-681 
B. F. Deyman, President 
George A. Johnson, General Manager 




















Alphabetical Index: When a specific company is wanted, refer t hl TARIFF AGENCY, Central Mot. Frt. Assn., Chicago. 
the alphabetical index. ee ee Te Mastic \ ( BRANCH OFFICES—Grand Haven, Oscar 

- ’ \ Ehrmann 16 Sa. Cine 738 S. Clinton, 

: ig P 2 \\ MICHIGAN | Art Gerkie (Tel.—Wabas a 

index of Motor Transport Lines by Key Distribution Areas: }) ewe EQUIPMENT—31 Tractors, 22 Trailers. Trucks: 
This index enables the user to find the service or services available MICHIGAN |) Hsp. 17 open; 9 refrigerator. Total, 79 units—67 com- 
between any two points without resort to a complicated system of oe pany owned. 
codes or cross references. Each motor transport line is listed under As p South Haven INSURANCE—Cargo, $10,000 and 35.000. . 
all of the key cities it serves. Before each listing is a symbol which 5 Joneph AM Benton Harbor Public Liab. $50,000—$100,000. Property 


Dam., $50,000—$100,000 with additional $5,000— 
$10,000. Workingmen’s Comp. 

—-| ASSOCIATIONS—Mich. Truck. Assn.; A.T.A. 
Ind. Mot. Frt.; Chicago A. of A. 








shows the direction of the company’s service into and out of the city. 
The symbols, see first page of Motor Section, are simple and 
easy to use. 














The N orwalk Truck Lin e . 0. “Satisfy your Customerswith 


J. E. Ernsthausen 
President 


Cc. W. Hoke 


Vice-President 


TARIFF AGENCIES 
Central Motor Freight Assn., Inc. 
Ohio Motor Frt. Tariff Bureau. 

EQUIPMENT 
115 Tractors (75 company owned); 
127 trailers (125 company owned); 
30 truck bodies (all company owned). 

INSURANCE 
* Cargo, $10/25,000 (The Connecticut 
Fire Ins. Co.). Public Liability, 
*Property Damage, *Work- 
men’s Compensation, and Liability 
Insurance on All Terminals (The 
Travelers Insurance Co. & The Travelers 
Liability Ce.). *Blanket Employees 
Bond (Mass. Bonding Co.). Also 
bonded by new A. T. A. bond. Cargo 


To Milwaukee) \' 


M 
Ye = 

S ge . 
Se SS ~~ 


20} La Porte 


COMMON CARRIER 
I.C.C. Docket No. 71096 


NORWALK, OHIO 


Norwalk Truck Line Service’’ 
Established 1921 ‘tes SW cima =e 


Incorporated (Ohio) 


36 Woodlawn Ave. 


Telephone—71 or 244 


Saginaw 


Policy includes all standard Cargo 
coverages and, in addition, Theft of an 
entire shipping package, Tornado, Riot, 
Strike, etc. 

Shippers are given complete insurance 
protection—all policies are with large, 
strong American stock companies. 


SERVICE & SCHEDULES 


Daily service over all lines—over night 
delivery via our own lines. 


MEMBER 


Service Member, A.T.A.; Akron 
Motor Transportation; Chicago Assn. 
of Com.; and Chambers of Com. in 
South Bend, Fort Wayne, Detroit, 
Toledo and Cleveland. 


Wi 
& Mediwon \\\ yy); 
. wy 


Lake Michigan Ay 


Chicag , 
Wee: Nee 


ichigan City— Prairie catlisle 


=] Jackson 


MICHIGAN 


re 
=" d 
o_, . 
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OHIO TERMINALS 
Akron, 100 Miller St. (Franklin 5195) 
Cleveland, 33rd & Hamilton (Prospect 5350) 
Elyria, 124 N. Maple St. (Phone 3484) 
Fremont, 211 E. State St. (MAin 2825) 
Lorain, 206 11th St. (Phone 4135) 
Mansfield, 198 N. Franklin St. (Canal 2160) 
Norwalk, 36 Woodlawn (Phone 244) 
Sandusky, 1000 Maple St. (Phone 1325) 
Toledo, 145 S. St. Clair St. (Adams 4291) 

MICHIGAN TERMINALS 
Bay City, Foot of 1st St. (Phone 2622-R) 
Detroit, 117 N. Junc. Ave. (VInewd 2-1435) 
Flint, 1220 Stever St. (Phone 3-5518) 
Jackson, 404 Water St. (Phone 4028) 
Lansing, 925 S. Grand Ave. (Phone 5-3449) 
Monroe, 317 W. Front St. (Phone 1032-J) 
Pontiac, 675 S. Saginaw St. (Phone 2-0115) 
Saginaw, 303 W. Genessee Ave. (Phone 8131) 

INDIANA TERMINALS 
Auburn, 334 W. 9th St. (Phone 618-J) 
Elkhart, 1401 W. Beardsley Ave. (Phone 466) 
Fort Wayne, 805 High St. (ANthony 4363) 
Goshen, 9th & Nye St. (Phone 111) 
Hammond, 1055 Ind. Blvd. (WHiting 783) 
Kendallville, 1018 Garden St. (Phone 378-J) 
La Porte, 1203 First St. (Phone 2354) 
Michigan City, 2nd & Pine Sts. (Phone 821) 

ILLINOIS TERMINAL 
Chicago, 2440 W. Cermak Rd. (CANal 1320) 
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Serial Page No. 880 CENTRAL, SOUTHWEST AND PACIFIC STATES 


. Merchants Fast Freight Service, Inc. 
Gateway City Transfer Co. Inc. (La.) | COMMON CARRIER—I. C. C reigl Nos. 19690 & 28801 ? ‘Est. 1925 

INCORPORATED (WIS.) COMMON CARRIER 219 Walnut St. 

Established 1896 I. C. C. Docket—80430 Telephone—780 & 781; Teletype—5 


John F. McGrath LACROSSE, WIS. 417-431 N. Third St. MONROE, LA. 
Vice-Pres. & Traf. Mgr. Teletype—28104 Telephone—179 & 199 N. E. Dawson 


TARIFF AGENCIES: Northwest Tariff Bureau; Central States Bureau Vice-Pres. & Gen. Mgr. 

. TARIFF BUREAU:S.W. Motor Freight Bur., Dallas. 
Gutowey City Transfer Co., Inc. BRANCH OFFICES: Alexandria, Tel. 584; Baton 
Perk Rapids a ‘ Rouge; Shreveport, Tel. 4939. 
Wr. f J EZ (CLP teranate Operation EQUIPMENT: 12 tractors, 12 trailers. Trucks— 
eS or * oN =~ { qe mowed py = 4 van, | open, | heavy duty. All company owned. 
° \ x @, | a pute cot of Vonsh es INSURANCE: xCargo, $1,000-$5,000: *Public 
SP A ns WISCONSIN service between Tomah and |7 Liability, $10,000-$20,000; Property Damage, 
rairie Little Folls MER i pre} 
Alexandria 


— Grand Forks, Grafton, ‘o Bemidji 
Ada and Crookston @ 


Milwoukee y $5,000; Workmen’s Compensation, self-insured. 
‘a coed ne Sauk Revids QRice Lake Valley, including points north | 7 c. O. D. Shipments accepted. 


St Cloud “\. Bloomer Ou, of Richlond Comer on 14. l CONNECTIONS: With responsible lines at 


Litchheld Minnegs CHIPPEWA ner sao pay» 3 sof Yy Alexandria, Shreveport, Monroe, Baton Rouge. 


reo, ine OB polid } ST_PAU FALLS including intermediate points. |/ ASSOCIATIONS: National Safety Council; 
:a “< eg, eae AE U CLAIRE Qearece Modem ond Coos He I Louisiana Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. 
§.D. janite Falls ~~ Bird Farmington i) 2 Rs of Richlend Center on 14. 


“Hsland Le Suew £9 
j MINN. i 








Incorporated (Wash.) . Common Carrier 
Established 1918 Inland Motor F reight ICC Doc. No. 59077 
ose Cecil Gray SPOKANE, WASH. _ S. 110 Sheridan St. 
BRANCH yeh ag meager ‘ NO; “thing, Om hak Rate Agent Teletype—94 Phone—Riverside 3194 
Zit), Milwaukee, 1208 South Lancet EA) anesvihee Ly TARIFF AGENCY: Pacific Inland 

Second St. (Mitchell 4949); St. IOWA -—=~"Beloit Fore SH Tariff Bureau, 214 Weatherly Build- Py 

Paul, 366 Ferdinand Ave. (Nes- 10W SN ou ing, Portland, Oregon. N 

tor 2806); Eau Claire, 429 - We "eg BRANCH OFFICES 

Gibson St. (Tel.—9833); Chip- Wt Portland—1001 S. E. Water Ave. 

pewa Falls, 818 High St. (Tel.— ae scene creat Seattle—1565 Sixth Ave. S. 

161); Winona, 76-78 E. 2nd St. Walla Walla—339 S. Second St. 

(Tel.—3665); La Crosse, 417-431 N. LOCAL SERVICES: La Crosse—Pool Lewiston—739 F St. 

3rd (Tel. 179). car dist.; cartage; rail siding; afhliated CouleeCenter (CouleeDam, Wash.) 

EQUIPMENT: 29 tractors, 26 trailers, with Murphy Brothers Warehouses. Coeur d’ Alene—214 Lake Side Ave. 


32 straight trucks. All company owned. Winona—Pool car dist.; cartage. a eT open, 2 


ap mg age *Cargo, $10,000-$25- SPECIAL SERVICES: C.O.D. collec- heavy duty. Allcom owned. 
000 (Ins. on sone” ae tions. P. & D. included in rates. agg Cargo, $3.000-$10. oe: 
Liability, $ $ * Property . : iab., 5,000- ; 
Damage, $3,000 (Royal Indemnity Co.) ete ee .Dam.,$5,000; *Emp.Liab. | Pio sSien 
. *&Workingmen’s Comp., complete MEMBERS 7 POINTS IN SPOKANE AREA not é The D 
coverage (Employers Mutual of Wausau, Chi “7 se eg Assn. of Com.— served by us are served by carriers ‘OREGON Bois Grande [ 
Wis.) ... % Fidelity Bonds (Am. Bonding hicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul. rating from our terminal—one 
Co.). REFERENCE: Dun & Bradstreet. of best in U. S., all under one roof, (= ™===™e-sucee 


. 
DEP = DABLE! consotipaten FREI a 
s CONSOLIDATED FREIGH 
SS Consolidated Freight Lines celebrates its 10th birthday with a new name— 
VV) } ee = | “" }SWEErceass ~~~] CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS. This has been adopted the better to typify 
wal , ; 


SHELBY A HAVRE the scope of our freight service to the shippers of the United States. There is 
ipa - no change in our system, our personnel or our corporate structure. 


N REAT FALLS 


j;  Missoy EWISTON 
LE YXENNEWicK ? HELENA 
\\ ( 
PENDLET ON e BUTT 
A GRANDE Sy %, 2 ” PBILLINGS 
“a = IVINGs “‘entte, 
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\\ Some INQUIRE ABOUT OUR MANY SERVICE FEATURES 


POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION: Shipments may be will be made to cover cost of unloading, segregating 
INTERSTATE OPERATIONS: | consigned for distribution to, or in care of, Con- and reloading. 
All States eg 4 pt Inc., i. oo a ae MEMBER: Pacife Inland Tariff Bureau: Inter- 
. | lines. en such shipments are billed to Consolidated mountain-Coast Motor Freight Tariff Bureau; 
INTRASTATE 01 PERATIONS: Freightways, Inc., for distribution to points on its Northwest Tariff Bureau. 
Washington . own lines or beyond, shipper will furnish carrier with INSURANCE: Cargo, $20,009 per truck and trailer, 
the distribution sheets at the time of tendering ship- limit $50,000; $5,090 theft. Public Liability 
PROTECTION FOR C.O.D. SHIPPERS ments. Deliveries will be made in accordance with exceeding State and Federal Requirements. 
In the ye of the shipping public Consolidated has added the distribution sheets, for which service a charge Property Damage, limit $50,000. 
a $1,000.00 C.0.D. Bond effective July 19, 1938, to use in con- 


Bection with eae ee <Zi0r000.00 Bond for interstate CONSOLI DATED FREI GHTWAYS, I NC. 


shippers and the $2,500.00 Bond for intrastate shippers. Formerly CONSOLIDATED FREIGHT LINES, INC. 


Cc. lete protection—plus service—h 1 been the ai : 
ee ae the esha rie Se ete n the aim | Established 1929 COMMON CARRIER ICC Doc. No. 42487 


Sm AER CE | FRED C. LEIBOLD 2029 N. W. QUIMBY ST. 
2400 W. minnie He Richards DFA. Hay.1091 | V.-P. in charge of traffic PORTLAND, OREGON Tel. Broadway 2474 
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HERE'S WHY? 


A PLANT location in Virginia on the 
Richmond, Fredericksburg and 
Potomac Railroad offers: 


1—Ideal climatic conditions eliminate 
economic losses of cold, snowy winters. . 
and debilitating summer temperatures. 
2—Excellent transportation facilities be- 
cause this railroad connects with the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and the Baltimore 
& Ohio Railroad to the North and West 
and with the Atlantic Coast Line and 
Seaboard Air Line to the South. 


3—Native labor, both skilled and un- 
skilled, is available from a contented, 


home-loving people. Mild climate makes 
living costs lower. 


4—Soft water in abundance and quality 
is available from both public supply sys- 
tems and surface non-tidal streams. 


5—Low-cost electric power, both steam 
and hydro-electric, is available in 
smaller communities and rural areas, as 
well as in the cities and towns. 


6—Reasonable taxes that compare fa- 
vorably with most states. Virginia has 
no sales or luxury tax. 


7—Close to markets. Convenient pas- 
senger service to New York in 6 to 7 
hours; Jacksonville and Boston in 134% 
hours. Half the population in the United 
States in less than 20 hours. Fast freight 
service reaches millions of consumers 
within 48 hours. 


Address: John B. Mordecai, Traffie Manager, 
Richmond, Va. 


RICHMOND, FREDERICKSBURG 
AND POTOMAC RAILROAD 





Crooks Terminal Provides Marketing Short-Cuts 


through warehousing and forwarding facilities 
IN A MAJOR DISTRIBUTION CENTER 


“Be Prepared” is the admonition of spring and summer business 
forecasts . . . prepared with adequate inventories of marketable 
goods, strategically warehoused for quick order filling. 


Be prepared to distribute efficiently and economically in the Great 
Central Market by localizing stocks in Chicago for immediate rail- 
way, waterway and highway transport to any point in this major 
marketing zone. 


Crooks Terminal Warehouses in Chicago enable you to be thus pre- 
pared. They offer every warehousing and forwarding facility, even 
to financing staple commodities. Six warehouse locations provide 
for any class of commodity—for broken lot of wholesale local deliv- 
ery or reshipping to any distant point. 


Two Crooks Terminal docks—Navy Pier and South Chicago—offer 
access to water line receipts and deliveries. Four Crooks Terminal 
Warehouses offer all city, rail and truck distribution conveniences. 
All warehouses are modern, spacious and efficiently staffed. 


Give us the opportunity to cooperate with you in marketing plans. 
We believe the low terms will surprise you. Write us concerning 
your problems. No obligation, of course. 


CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 
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WAREHOUSE 
LOCATIONS 


South Side Reshipping Ware- 
houses, 5967 West 65th Street. 
Handles largest consignments 
Adjacent to Great Clearing Inter 
change Freight Yards. Away 
from congestion Carload oiders 
shipped on hour's notice. 


South Chicago Waterfront Ware 
houses, 103rd Street and Calu- 
met River. General or bulk ear 
goes. Private 80-car switch track. 
Belt Railway of Chicago connec 
tions. 


Navy Pier Warehouse of Crooks 
Terminal Warehouses, Inc. All 
water freighting, storing and re 
shipping facilities close to down 
town Chicago. 


Burlington 14th Place Warehouse, 
pictured below, 90,000 sq. ft 
brick and _ reinforced concrete 
Adjacent to downtown Chicago. 


35th Street Warehouse, 2704- 
2744 W. 35th Street. Strategi- 
cally located to round out Chi- 
cago service 


Downtown Warehouse, 433 W. 
Harrison Street, shown below. 
Opposite new Post Office. 75-car 
switch track under cover. 60-truck 
loading capacity under canopies. 
Tunnel and R. R. connections. 


OUSES, Inc. 


1 Ave. mee Bled Le 1108 Union Ave. 








